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A munber of enquiries have recently been received at 
ie R.L.BLA. on the subject of registration. We wish to 
sav en yhatucally that there is absolutely ho need for any 
dividual member or any Allied Society to trouble at 
resent about the operation of the Act. As soon as pos- 


le full and clear information will be issued to every 
member, explaining in detail all that is required from 
embers of the Institute and the Allied Societies to 


omp! with the Act. 


As a means of assisting unemployed members of the 
Institute 


harge one page 
I 


of the R.I.B.A. JouRNAL advertisement 
lumns to applications for employment from Fellows, 
\ssociates and Licentiates. In the past it has been our 
le only to include in the Members’ Column of the 
JoURNAL applications for partnerships, and those only 
vhere the applicant is prepared to offer a premium. 
This has obviously been a necessary restricuon to keep 
the Members’ Column within reasonable bounds, and it 
ill continue. Advertisements for the new employment 
Jumns must be kept as short as possible, and applicants 
vill, if they desire it, be provided with a box number. 
Not more than two consecutive entries may be made by 
ivmember, Copy should be addressed to the Advertise- 
ment Managers of the JouRNAL, Messrs. C. 
Lid., 53 and 54, Avenue Chambers, Southampton Row, 
London, W.C., and should be posted so as to reach 
London not later than the Saturday morning preceding 
e date of publication. Future dates of publication are 
rinted in the A@lendar and at the foot of the last page 
{Editorial matter in each JOURNAL. 


Row ley ‘ 


We are enclosing with this issue of the JOURNAL a 
eaflet on the Architects’ Dance at Olympia in Septem- 
er with a perforated order form for tickets. As we men- 
med in our last number, the dance is under the patron- 
xe Of His Roval Highness the Prince of Wales, and is 
ing held in aid of the Architects’ Unemployment Relief 
fund. The floor, the refreshments and the band are 
cing given free by Mr. Montgomery, so that the entire 
roceeds of the sale of the tickets will be handed over to 
e Unemployment Fund. Every ticket bought means 
donation of £1 to the Fund. The Social Committee of 
(ae Institute are organising the dance and the sale of 


tick : . 
ckets has already begun. A sit down supper will be 


to find work, it has been decided to open tree of 


served at 8.30, and tables may be reserved for parties of 
six or more. As the Unemployment Fund is very urgently 
in need of money to carry on the work which they began 
some six months ago, it is hoped by everybody concerned 
in promoting the dance that it will be a great success and 
that a substantial sum will be handed over to the Fund. 
Please send all orders to Mrs. Lanchester, Chairman, 
Social Committee, R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, W.1. 


Lh exhibition ol work by members of the Roval 
Institute receiving salaries from the Unemployment 
Fund, which is more fully described later on in this 
JOURNAL, is possibly one of the most important exhibi- 


We Say 


1ough the display is not large and 


tions that has ever been held at the R.I.B.A. 


that visedly, tor tl 





though its particular appeal is necessarily limited, it is 
for all that of real and lasting importance as an example 
of what Sir Raymond Unwin, in his opening words, 
called 


fen years 


“unemployment as an opportunity.” In five o1 


in less may be, who can tell?—the vigorous 


and evangelising truth behind that phrase may hav 
penetrated in the fabric of our social theory, so that the 
work that Sir Raymond has initiated here within the 
R.I.B.A. and, as another example, the work organised 
by the Society of Friends at Brynmawr, may be regarded 
universally in their proper light as pioneer efforts of 
Certainly it is 
true that unless there is an unbelievable recovery in the 


more than passing or local significance. 


state of this and all other countries we will be forced to 
depend on the true and profitable altruism of such public 
spirited labour as is shown at this exhibition. 


Phat part of the exhibition dealing with measured 
drawings of old buildings is a continuation of work that 
has been done for many years by the London Society. 
Mr. Percy Lovell, the organiser of the work, is a veritable 
Raleigh or Drake of Architecture, sailing out into un- 
charted regions north, south, east and west, discovering 
and recording treasures hardly suspected even by those 
in the know, and unknown to the majority of us who 
have little opportunity or too little curiosity to penetrate 
the remoter parts of London as architectural buccaneers. 
‘Too few architects find time or even have the inclination 
to go measuring these days, but perhaps the sight of the 
treasure to be found will give a new character of adven- 
ture, and perhaps a juster estimation of its real value, 
to the business of making measured drawings of old work. 
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An interesting query about income-tax has been sent 
to the Secretary of the Institute by a member who 
practises in the country. The long distances involved in 
a practice of this sort make it essential for him to use a car. 
For income-tax purposes he has to keep a careful record 
of all expenditure in connection with the running 
expenses, licence and insurance of the car, the whole of 
which expenditure is charged against any profits he may 
make. In arriving, however, at the amount of income to 
be inserted in the return, the income-tax inspector re- 
quires one-third of the total expenses of the car to be 
added back to the net income, as an allowance for the 
purely personal use of the car as opposed to its use for 
business purposes. In many cases this allowance is too 
high. In this case, for instance, a record was kept of the 
mileage run for business purposes only, and the result 
showed that this constituted eleven-thirteenths of the 
total mileage, so that an allowance of one-third of the 
expenses for private use is an unfair 


practice may not be the same all oven 


proportion. ‘This 

the country, and 
the Secretary would be glad to learn what is the experi- 
ence of other members practising in the country. 


“The ‘Triennial International Exhibition of Modern 
Decorative and Industrial Arts and of Modern Architec- 
ture” is to be held in Milan from April to August, 1922 


Dp 32, 

The aim of the Triennial Exhibition is to collect repre- 
sentative work from artists, architects, craftsmen. and 
manufacturers of every country, the choice of exhibits 


being governed undamental 
**Modernism”™ 


to the needs of present-day social conditions 


by fou principles: 


and by this is meant work « orrespondin 


““origin- 


ality,” “technical perfection,” and “productive effici- 
ency. Exhibits are divided into sections and comprise 
every branch of modern decorative and applied arts, 
painting, sculpture, house furnishing, glass, textiles and 
metal work, together with such branches as horticulture 
and work of a purely technical nature. With the Trien- 
nial Exhibition is associated for the first time an inter- 
national exhibition of modern architecture in all its 
various manifestations, so that as well as exhibits of the 


decorative arts there will be examples of every type ol 


modern building, from churches to factories 
The Exhibition is held under the supervision of a 

specially constituted directorate, and very 

lations have been drawn up dealing wit! 


carelul regu- 
such questions 
as the organisation of foreign sections: the rules govern- 
ing competitions, prizes, and sales; and the shipment, 
return and insurance of exhibits. Governments of foreign 
countries have all been asked to participate, and official 


foreign sections will be arranged under the respon- 
sibility of the respective Governments. Individual artists 
and societies belonging to countries not officially par- 


ticipating may still exhibit their work 


The two salient features of this Triennial Exhibition 
are its international character and its emphasis on repre- 
sentative modern work, and because of these two things 

1. 


its importance cannot be over-estimated. The tendency 
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)32 
to-day in all political and economic problems is ards 
internationalism; it is only logical that this p iple 
should be applied to culture as well. The Exhibit isa 
practical means of comparing the different forms \ hich 
modern culture is taking in different countric [his 
comparison of methods and ideas cannot fail to |. ad to 
the development of still better ideas and a sti 1ore 
perfect technique, and must inevitably have a favo rable 
effect on industry generally. To ensure the best > esults 
the participation of as many foreign countries is pos- 
sible is desirable. It is hoped that the R.I.B.A. will |) able 
to take an active part in the British contribution to such 


an important international event. 


Messrs. Richardson & Gill | FFLR.I.B.A.], of 41 Rus- 
sell Square, W.C.1, have been awarded the R.1.B.A. 
London Architecture Medal for 1931 for their building, 
St. Margaret’s House, 19-23, Wells Street, W.1. This 
medal is awarded annually to the architect designing a 
building of outstanding merit completed during the three 
preceding years within the County of London. The 
medal will be presented to Professor Richardson and 
Mr. C. Lovett Gill at a General Meeting in November 
or December next. 


In the last JoURNAL the author of the account of th 
conference tour to Bakewell and Haddon Hall raised ai 
interesting query as to the authorship of a new organ i1 
Bakewell Church, a drawing for which, signed “G. G. 
Scott,” hung in the church. Which of the three genera- 
tions of Scotts had produced it?) We have received a letter 
from Bishop Abraham, who was Vicar of Bakewell from 
1897 to 1918, in which he tells the history of the design. “| 
got Sir Giles Scott,” he says, “to give me drawings of the 
side chapel in the north aisle and of the organ rightly 
placed. He consented, because his father Gilbert had 
done, con amore, all the beautiful work of the chancel ot 
Bakewell Church, reredos, stalls, screen, etc., for his old 
tutor at Eton, Archdeacon Balston, then Vicar of Bake- 
well. Sothe original Sir Gilbert had no hand in the matter, 
but the other two had, as Sir Giles was much interested 
in his father’s work.” 


The death-watch beetle has been discovered in the 
famous church of St. Mary the Virgin, Fairford, Glouces- 
tershire. This church, which is famous chiefly for 
wonderful stained glass, was built by John ‘Tame at 1 
end of the fifteenth century, and through all these years 
it has remained intact, unmarred by any structura 
restoration or alteration. Now its integrity is threatened 
Che roof of the chancel has already been restored throug! 
the generosity of a parishioner: but the restoration of the 
entire roof is essential, and it is estimated that this will 
3,000, nearly £500 of which has already bee: 
raised locally, but a wider appeal is necessary if th 
church is to be saved. There must be many architects 
from all over the country who have visited this beautlu 
old church and who would be glad to show their appre- 
ciation by helping towards the cost of restoration. Dona- 
tions should be sent to Mr. E. Christian Young, Fairford 
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WILLIAM KENT’S DESIGNS FOR THE HOUSES 
OF PARLIAMENT, 1730-1740 


BY FISKE 


EW artists, perhaps, have suffered such savage de- 
traction, both in their lifetime and in later genera- 


tions, as William Kent. Hogarth’s embittered 


lampoons and Horace Walpole’s acknowledgment of 


certain deficiencies and extravagances have been re- 
membered where Walpole’s tributes in other regards have 
been passed over in silence. Kent’s productions as a figure 
painter* we may, if we will, abandon to his detractors; 
but we shall be very unwise if we allow them to prejudice 
the consideration of his achievements in architecture. 
These have suffered further from two hostilities. One is 
the distaste of nineteenth-century romanticism—now 
buried, let us hope, in Ruskin’s grave—against all that is 
classical and formal. The other is the antipathy of prac- 
ising architects of professional training, but of little his- 
torical understanding of other times and other condi- 
lions, to the *‘amateurs’’ who played so great a réle in 
the Renaissance and academic periods. It is an antipathy 
vented on Burlington and Kent, but not, strangely 
enough, on Jones and Wren, who, like Perrault and 
Alberti also, came to architecture from outside the 
Wy elle a 

A proper evaluation of Kent’s place in architecture 
has been hindered also by the small body of his surviving 
work. The Horse Guards, to be sure, is much in the eye 
_* ‘The first serious discussion of them in recent years is by Tren- 
chard Cox in Artwork, VIE (1931 


, 28-36. 


KIMBALL, A.1.A. 


of London. Holkham, perhaps the finest of all the English 
houses of the eighteenth century, survives intact, but has 
only recently come into its own with the public through 
publication of the photographs of Country Life and the 
scholarly text of Mr. H. Avray Tipping. Beyond these, 
it might be hard for a layman or even a professional to 
point to a major work of the once-famous arbiter of 
elegance. His garden temples, little accessible, are 
scarcely to be considered of principal importance, in 
spite of their significance in the evolution of style. ‘The 
front of the Treasury to St. James’s Park is little regarded 
or observed. Devonshire House, first modified, is now de- 
molished. Kent’s work at St. James’s Palace was 
demolished before 1825 to make way for York House; 
the Royal Mews gave way a century ago to the National 
Gallery. Kent’s palace at Kew was torn down even 
earlier. Greater in conception than any of these build- 
ings, the crown of Kent’s ambition and of his creative 
thought, were his designs, never executed and hitherto 
unpublished, of palaces for the King and for Parliament. 

The accommodations of the Court and of government 
in London in the early eighteenth century were in fact 
mean enough. They must have seemed particularly so 
to the generation which did not value the romantic tor- 
tuousness of rambling medieval palaces and measured 
them by the formal splendour of Versailles and of con- 
tinental capitals. The old palace of Whitehall, devastated 
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by fire in 1691 and 1697, had been largely demolished. 
St. James’s Palace, which became the principal London 
residence of the sovereign, was of the Tudor period. Ken- 
sington Palace, erected by Wren for William and Mary, 
was unassuming in the extreme. The old Palace of West- 
minster, abandoned by Henry VIII to Parliament, was 
the oldest of all, and the survivals of its noble Gothic 
architecture, injured by several fires, were perhaps at 
the nadir of their appreciation. 

The thought of an embellishment of London through 
the rebuilding of the palaces in a style worthy of the 


nation and of the time must have been very near the 
hearts of artistic leaders under the early Georges. The 
Crown itself, indeed, could scarcely be counted on to 


take the initiative. George I, rooted in Hanover, looked 
on his stays in London somewhat as sojourns in exile, and 


the reign of George II was one in which the royal power 


itself was steadilv on the wane. ‘The impetus to house the 
functions of government more worthily came rathe1 
from the group of architects and nob mateurs in the 
circle of Burlington, Campbell, and Kent, which was 
struggling to supplant the baroque of Wren and Van- 
brugh by a revival of Palladian tradition 

The idea was perhaps already implicit the interest 
given to the old designs for Whitehall Palace by Jones 
and Webb, first published by Campbell > and by 
Kent under Burlington’s patronage in ? Chat th 
thought was explicit in Burlington’s circl few vears 
later is shown by references to public improvements in 
Pope's epistle to him publishe d in 751 

You too proceed! Make falling arts your care 


Erect new wonders, and the old Rey 


Vill Kings call forth th’ Ideas of your mind 


Proud to accomplish what such hands design’d 
Already by 1734 various improvements were discussed 
at length in James Ralph’s © u PR the Publ 
Buildings London, which is dedicated to Burlington 


] 


Burlington’s position was such as to give him a power- 


ful influence for the furtherance of such ideas. Inheriting 
his earldom and vast estates in boyhood, he was ap- 
pointed a Privy Councillor before he came of age, and 


was then made Governor of county Cork, Lord Lieu- 
tenant of the East Riding and of the West Riding. He 
was given the Garter in 1730 and made Captain of the 
Gentlemen Pensioners the next vear. He had married in 
1721 Lady Dorothy Savile, daughter and co-heir of the 
Marquess of Halifax, later a Lady of the ber to 
Queen Caroline 
sions as a patron of the arts. Until 1733 hh 
of Sir Robert Walpole, and would 
support also. 

The royal buildings, dependent on \W 


Bedcham 
a queen who had considerable preten- 
is an adherent 
hus h ive enjoved his 


] 


lpole and the 


Lords of the ‘Treasury, were under the supervision of 


the Office of Works, including the 
Richard Arundell, Thomas Ripley, 


Survevoi General 
ippointed Maste1 


Pia anis sinh pelatina is Hone: SON...-.207. Pleatan ct 
Treasury Papers, 1735-38, p. 153 
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Carpenter by Walpole in 1721 and made Comp roller 
after Vanbrugh’s death in 1726, and Nicholas Dv Bois. 
Master Mason, who had translated Palladic into 
English in 1715. 

lo accomplish his purposes Burlington secur d for 
Kent—his “proper priest” as Horace Walpole «alled 
him—a series of important posts in the Works. I> had 
already worked for the Crown on the decorations 0! Ken- 
sington Palace since 1722. He was appointed Mastvr Car- 
penter May 4, 1725, and continued until 10 July 1735, 
when he succeeded Du Bois as Master Mason, Westby 
Gill becoming Master Carpenter. On 6 October of the 
same year the Treasury gave its approval to the patent by 
Arundell, constituting Kent his deputy as Su VOr- 
General.* 4 August 1737 a Treasury warrant? approved 
his constitution as deputy to Henry Fox (later Lord 


Holland who succeeded to Arundell’s office fo the 
period 1737-1742. His superiors were thus figurelieads 


who held their office as a sinecure; the administration 
was actually in the hands of Kent. So far from being the 
mere dilettante often supposed, he was a very hard- 
working ollicial, as anyone will observe who takes th 
trouble to examine the papers of his office. He continued 
a commissioner of the Board of Works until his death 
12 April 1748,% five years before that of his great patron. 

During this administration he was responsible fo: 
building for the Crown the King’s Mews, Kew Palace, 
the ‘Treasury, the Horse Guards, and an addition to St. 
James's Palace (for which he prepared plans for an entire 
rebuilding), beside designing a new royal palace for Hyde 
Park and a new palace at Westminster, here under dis- 
cussion. All these were parts of a coherent programme 
for the reform of the whole public architecture of the 
realm. 

THE DRAWINGS PRESERVED 

Writers on architecture have made occasional allu- 
sions to an unexecuted project of about 1739, in which 
Kent hada hand, for a rebuilding of the Houses of Parlia- 
ment. In the Minutes and Proceedings of the Board of 
Works (4/10), shortly after Kent’s death, we find a refer- 
ence to his drawings for this: 

“November 22", 1749. A List of the several Draw- 
ings & Designs of the late Wm Kent Esqr that was 
delivered into His Majesty’s Office of Works the pro- 
perty of Stephen Wright: 

Horse Guarps (nine drawings 
Corronian LIBRARY 


10. Principal Front. 11. Plan of the Basement 
Story. 12. Plan for the principal Story. 13. Section 
of the Whole. 14. Section of the End. 

15. Plan, Section of Elevation to Do. A Later 
Design PARLIAMENT House with the Offices there- 
unto belonging some without & others including 
the Cottonian Library (drawings 17 to 48). 


Ih. XXX, 480, id. 


* Gentleman's Magazine, 1748, 187. 
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These being 48 in Number, I humbly hope your 
Hor ours will not Judge Eighty Pounds unreasonable 
for ‘ie whole but submitting intirely to the considera- 
tion of the Board and am with the greatest Respect. . . 
STEPHEN WRIGHT.” 


Some of the Parliament House drawings seem to have 
heen at the Office of Works as late as 1822-24, as we shall 
see. Scarch made there by the kindness of Sir Lionel 
Earle lias revealed only a single surviving sheet bearing 
on Kent’s work at the Houses of Parliament—a drawing 
for the Courts on the dais of Westminster Hall. 

In 1336, Brayley and Britton stated “The whole 
the designs are now in the possession of L. N. Cottingham 
Esq., the restorer of Rochester, Oxford and Armagh.”’* 
The author has had the good fortune to unearth many 
of the original drawings for the work, some at the Vic- 
toria and Albert Museum, some at the Soane, with a 
single drawing for the House of Lords in the Crace Col- 
lection at the Royal Institute of British Architects. 
Whether any of these are identical with those which be- 
longed to Cottingham, cannot be determined. The 
Public Record Office has yielded various latters and an 
early project for the Painted Chamber.t 

The drawings at the Soane Museum are the most 
numerous, comprising forty-six sheets, beside a recently 
acquired set for the Cottonian Library. Of these 
some twenty are copies of drawings elsewhere, made 
during the period of Sir John Soane’s activity at West- 
minster Palace, with legends such as “Copied from a 
ag - His Majesties Office of Works, July 18, 1822.” 

Richardson) copied April 8, 1824,” etc. The re- 
— ‘r are originals from the eighteenth century. From 
the confused mass of these, plans and elevations corre- 
sponding to one another and belonging to several differ- 
ent sets, mostly incomplete, may be assembled. 

The material at the Victoria and Albert is in a volume 
entitled “Designs for New Houses rf Parliament by Wil- 
liam Kent made by Command of Government, 1733. 

lected by G. C. Richardson i 1 1840.” This group, 
like the other, contains certain copies of the early nine- 
teenth century, as well as tracings of some of the drawings 
‘but likewise includes a number of the eigh- 
In several instances these are 


at the Soane, 
teenth century originals. 
the missing drawings of the incomplete sets previously 
mentioned. 

Of William Kent’s personal authorship of the majority 
of the early drawings there can be no doubt. Most of 
them—including the basic preliminary studies of the 
several sets—bear his handwriting, which is sufficiently 
known to us from the examples at the British Museum and 


* History of the Ancient Palace and Late Houses of Parliament at 
Cottingham was the author of a folio 


Westminster, p- 395 note. | 
His collections were sold 


| with Westminster Hall (1822). 


iP alINY 








n 1851. : an 
* Acknowledgment is made to the officers of these institutions for 
their courtesy in permitting the reproduction of the drawings, and 


particularly to Arthur T. Bolton, Esq., F.S.A., F.R.I.B.A., for many 


generous suggestions. 
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from the notes on his drawings for the royal barge, pre- 
served by the Royal Institute of British Architects and 
signed by his ciphe r. From these sources, too, we know 
his characteristic techniquet in line and wash, almost 
uniformly of a brownish pigment, with the narrow 
shadows somewhat carelessly hatched with the brush—a 
technique identical with that found in his architectural 
drawings here discussed. 


HISTORY OF THE PROJECT 


In the effort to bring order into the welter of drawings 
we derive considerable help from contemporary docu- 
ments. 

Before the project of a general rebuilding of the palaces 
at Westminster took form there were certain ideas for the 
amelioration of the conditions in the old fabric. It is evi- 
dent that the condition of the walls in the Painted Cham- 
ber gave cause for alarm and occasioned the submission 
of a design for a rebuilding and redecoration in the 
academic style. This is attested by the following letter of 
17304 

lo the Right Hon.” the Lords Comm" 

of His Majesty’s Treasury 

May it please your Lordships, 

In obedience to your Lordships Order, signified to us 
by Mr. Scrope June 3" 1730,|| directing us to lay before 
your Lordships a Plan of the Painted Chamber at 
Westminster, together with an Estimate of the Charge 
of performing what Works are necessary to be done 
there for your Lordships further direction therein. 

We humbly acquaint your Lordships that we have 
caused the same to be carefully Surveyed and Exam- 
ined and have annexed hereunto a Drawing thereof, 
and are of opinion that the East end of the Painted 
Chamber & the Side Wall so far as the same is in a 
dangerous Condition, ought to be Rebuilt. The 
Charge of performing the said Works according to the 
annexed Design, together with the making several 
accomodations thereto, may amount to about the Sum 
of Two thousand five hundred Pounds. 


But the Season being too far advanced, we think it 
proper to acquaint your Lordships that It may be 
made very secure for the next Sessions at a small 
Charge. 

And is humbly submitted by 
R. ARUNDELI 
THo. RIPLey 
N. Du Bots 
Whitehall 
Office of Works 


* It is found also in drawings by Kent reproduced by Basil S. Long 


in the Connoisseur, LXXVIII (1927), 93-97. 
© Public Record Office. a3 273- 


rhis letter is not to be found at the Public Record Office or the 
Office of Works. 
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Drawn by Flitcroft, the ornaments 
There are three accompanying drawings. ‘Two show 
the interior architectural outline only, with a rich ceil- 
ing (Fig. 2). The other (Fig. 1) displays an external ele- 
vation toward the Thames having a pedimented screen 
of columns beneath an open, mullioned arch—a motive 
which we shall frequently observe in the later designs for 
the new palace—and a section with the ornaments indi- 
cated. There is a series of tabernacled niches for statues, 
the square panels between being filled by paintings of a 
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Designed by William Kent and drawn 
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DESIGN FOR THE PAINTED CHAMBER, 1730 


added by Kent. Public Record Office 

commemorative nature. At either end of the long wall is 
an arched and pedimented doorway with Ionic columns. 
A remarkable feature of the room is a continuous frieze 
about three and a half feet high, which runs around be- 
neath the cornice. It shows a procession of chariots, 
horsemen and athletes, and in its height and general 
design recalls the frieze of the Parthenon, which thus 
seems to have been known through some of the early 
travellers. 
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CEILING FOR THE PAINTED CHAMBER, 1730 


by Henry Flitcroft. Public Record Office 
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The drawing of the architecture is by Henry 
Flitcroft,* as we can determine from the 


identity of technique with his manuscript re ee 


drawings preserved by the Royal Institute of 
Britis: Architects; the figural subjects were saa 


> * . “ . 2? . 
added by the hand of Kent, whose authorship Sains sf eae 


of the design we cannot doubt. It isindeed an 
adaptation, less in length, ofan ideal one “‘for 
a public Gallery, with Paintings and Statues,” 
“W. Kent, invenit, H. Flitcroft, Delin,”” pub- ? 
lished three years before as Plate 69 in volume : 
I of Kent’s Designs of Inigo Jones. ‘Two of S) 
the paintings shown there are even identical 
in composition (reversed in the engraving) 
with two indicated here. 
The first official appearance of the idea for 
entirely new buildings was in the House of 
Commons March 14, 1732/3, when a reso- 
lution was adopted for addressing his Majesty 
“that he will be graciously pleased to give 
Directions for the building of a more spacious 
and convenient edifice that may be made use 
of for the Reception of the Parliament; and 
to assure his Majesty, that this House would 
make good the expense of the same.”’*t On 
the 20th of the same month it was reported ne 
“That his Majesty will direct some proper 7 
Place to be pitched upon for erecting the iy 
same. ~ Certain designs presumably made See 
at this time may be recognized, as we shall ae D 
see, in those shown by our Figs. 3-5. go 
That nothing further was done just then Goon 
may have been due partly to Burlington’s 
breach with Walpole in 1733, when the Earl 
resigned his court office and his Lord Lieut- 
enancy and went into opposition. This, how- 
ever, did not cause the minister to withdraw 
his own patronage from William Kent, who 
had been working on the interiors at Houghton 
since 1727,and whose elevation to the positions 
of Master Mason and Deputy Surveyor fol- 
lowed in 1735- 








That the idea of rebuilding the Houses of Fics. 3 AND 4. 
Above: 


Parliament still remained alive is shown by 
an allusion to the project of a new Parlia- 
ment House in Ralph’s Critical Review, 
1734. He writes: “I should be glad to see this noble pro- 
ject put into execution . . . and if it falls into the noble 
hands to execute we have long been flattered to believe it 
would, there is no room to doubt but the grandeur of this 
appearance will answer the majestick purpose ’tis to be 
employ’d in.”” The noble hands, as the context makes 
clear, were those of Burlington, to whom as we have seen, 
Ralph’s book is dedicated, and in whose service, pri- 
marily, Kent was. 

In 1735 the question of accommodations in the House 
of Lords became acute, as we see by the following order.§ 





* Flitcroft had been clerk of the works at Whitehall, St. James’s and 
Westminster since 1726. 
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THe First GENERAL SCHEME, 1732. Drawn by William Kent 
Plan of Main Storey. Victoria and Albert Museum 
Below: Plan of Ground Storey. Soane Museum 


Die Lunae 9° May 1735 

Ordered by the Lords Spiritual & ‘Temporal in Par- 
liament Assembled, that the Officers of his Maj‘ 
Works do attend the Committee (appointed to con- 
sider of the order & method to be observed in the 
House when his Maj" is present) tomorrow with the 
plan of the Gallery formerly erected in this House & 
any other Plan or Plans which they may think proper 
for a Gallery there. 

Wn. Cowper, Cler. 
Parliamenter. 

+ House Journals, XXII, p. 89. * Ib. p. 96. 
§ Office of Works. Letter Books No. 1. 
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Fic. 5.—First GENERAL SCHEME, E. 4 ATION TO OLp PaLAce YARD, OMITTING THE GREAT COLONNADES 
Drawn by William Kent Victoria and Albert Museum 
Two drawings survive which have reference to this order, we see that Walpole, who signed the endorsement, did 
as we shall see, one of them at least prepared somewhat not exclude the idea of ultimate reconstruction of the 
earlier. as it has marginal notes and sketches of the orden palace. 
observed on presence of the King in the House January In 1739 the matter of accommodations of Parliament 
23, 1735. The persistence with which t) tter of the was taken up anew in the Commons. On 7 March 
gallery for the Lords was used to further the project fon 1738 9 the passages of the Journals for 14 and 20 March 
general rebuilding of the whole structure is strated by 1732 3onthe subject were read, and it was resolved, in the 
the dimensions of the room as shown, ‘I House o same words, to address the Crown once more. 13 March 
Lords measured but twenty-five by seventy f vithin its Mr. Comptroller reported to the House, “That thei 
thick walls; the space occupied Ne proposed Address of Wednesday last that his Majesty would he 
arrangement was fifty by seventy-five at wed, oraciously pleased to give Directions for the building of 
as we shall see, in the design of v. . more spacious and convenient Edifice, that may be made 

A further allusion to the proj ( cre use of for the Reception of the Parliament had been pre- 
ment, appears in the ‘Treasury mit rAy 735° sented to his Majesty, and that his Majesty had com- 

“Write to the Board of Wor n prepared manded him to acquaint this House, ‘That he will give 
by them of a new House of ( rit | Cotto directions accordingly.” 

Library, with the beeatcmtaptvetalies | Report of the matter, including some further informa- 
The design and esumate for the Gottomian Librat je tion, soon crept into the press. ‘The following is from 
vive, as we shall see. : : : Read's Weekly Journal, 24. March 173975 

‘The expectauion Oot a repul dir trie ue p lace , : =a . z : ; ee ae : 5 = 
continued. as we gather from a report o “eer” We heat that a Plan of Mr. Kent s and Mr. Ripley's 
Works August 30, 1737,+ as to better ; nt fanaa for building a magnificent House of Lords and Com- 
William Cowper, Clerk of Parliament an Clerks. in mons, has been laid before his Majesty, & approv d; it 
which they state that the work can be d plain iS sud it will cost upwards of 200000 |, and will be 
sictiaiastian Caw £700, and continue. isn vices Wl tue dai built in Cotton-Garden. : . 
propose to build it in so plain a manner is because it can We hear, that the Right Hon. Sir Robert Walpole, 
be of no use should the Houses of Parliament ever be re- the Right Hon. the Speaker of the House of Commons, 
built.” The endorsement of Lords of 1 [Treasury in- and the Right Hon. Mr. Henry Pelham, with others, 
structs the Board of Works to proceed, “in the Best and will be appointed Commissioners for Building the New 
Cheapest manner,” keeping within the ite Phus Parliament Houses. 

Pichia ail Seamen's Micki ond Panes. 11a And that a Survey will be taken of the Banqueting 

+ Office of Works. Memorials, 1733-1745, IL], 64: also Lord House at Whitehall, and of Somerset-House Palace, to 
Chamberlain’s Warrant Book II, 84 cited in ¢ nd f Treasu 


Q t ao 
Papers, 1735-3°, 337 i No. 759- 
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1741, 


see vhich will be the most convenient for the Parlia- 
ment to meet in, till the new Work is compleated. 


In pursuance of the action of Parliament, J. Scrope of 


the ‘'reasury wrote to the Board of Works, 30 March, as 
follo 


*% 


Gentlemen 

lhe House of Commons having been acquainted in 
Answer to their Address to the King for this purpose 
that His Majesty would give Directions for the Build- 
ing a more Spacious and convenient Edifice that may 
be made use of for the reception of the Parliament. 

| he Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 
are pleased to direct you to cause the Ground to be 
viewed on which the said Edifice is proposed to be 
built, and to make an Exact Plan thereof, as also of the 
Houses & Buildings standing thereon, or adjoining 
thereto, which the Scite and the Building of the said 
Edifice & the Conveniencies thereof will require to be 
taken down; and you are also to cause a Plan to be 
made of the design & manner to be pursued in building 
the said Edifice & the Conveniencies belonging there- 
unto, with the Elevations thereof; And to form in the 
best manner, and as particularly as you can an Esti- 
mate of the Charge this undertaking in all respects 
whatsoever may reasonably amount to, to the end 
their Lordships may lay the same before His Majesty 
for His Majesty’s Consideration. I am 

Gentlemen 
Your most humble servant 
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several times, and the present Houses of Parlaiment 
remain as they now are, Untill the proposed Edifice 
be intirely Erected. Vizt. 

First. the House of Commons, Speakers Apartment, 
Committee rooms and other Conveniencies for the 
Officers attending the House which part may be 
Built on Ground now in possession of the Crown for 
about the Sum of Forty Six Thousand Pounds. 
Second. The House of Lords with Vestible, Conference 
sic) Room, Portico, Cupola & Conveniencies for the 
Officers Attending the House, the charge of which will 
be about the Sum of Seventy five Thousand Pounds. 
Third. The Arcade & Court of Requests Passages & 
Conveniencies for Persons & Servants Attending Each 
House the charge of which will be about the Sum of 
lhirty Nine Thousand Pounds. The whole Amount- 
ing to the Sum of One Hundred & Sixty Thousand 
Pounds. 

We have likewise sent your Lordships three other 
Plans for a House of Commons Marked A. B. C. either 
of which (if thought by your Lordships preferable to 
that Marked E, which is what We Apprehend to be 
the most commodious) may be executed on the same 
Ground & at the same Expence as that Mark’d E, 
without causing any Alteration in the General Plan. 

We are not able yett to Inform your Lordships what 
will [sic] the Charge of purchasing Ground & Houses 
Wanting for this Undertaking, not having been Im- 
powerd to treat with Persons for that purpose. 

All which is humbly submitted by 





J. Scrope. H. Fox 
Treasury Chambers T. RIPLey 
goth March 1739. W. KENT 
The response to this came on August 20,7 the interval Whitehall 7: ee 
having been occupied by a careful re-study of the project Office of Works 
of 1733, evidently designed to permit its execution in sec- 
tions, so as not to disturb the sessions of Parliament, and The designs for the House of Commons marked A, B, C 
to distribute the large expense over a longer period: and E have disappeared, as well as the “General Plan’ 
and the ‘“‘Additional Plan’’ for the Courts which accom- 
To the Rt. Hon™ the Lords Commiss’ panied this report, but the “Plans and Elevations”’ of the 
of His Majesty’s Treasury proposed edifice itself may doubtless be recognized as 
May it please your Lordships— those reproduced in our Figs. 13-17. Further drawings 
In obedience to your Lordships Commands Signi- (Figs. 18-20) show the successive steps to be followed in 
fied to Us by Mr. Scrope the 3oth day of March last. the execution as mentioned in the letter. 
We have viewed the Ground & Houses & caused a No official response to this report is to be found in the 
Plan to be made thereof on which We propose a more papers of the Treasury or the Office of Works, but we can 
Spacious & Convenient Edifice may be Erected for infer the next developments from a letter of the Board . 
the reception of Parlaiment (sic), and We have drawn dated December 11, which accompanied a _ revised 
Plans & Elevations which we propose to be pursued in design:* 


carrying on the said Edifice & likewise a General Plan 
of Westminster Hall & Houses of Parlaiment as they 
now are, and an Additional Plan how We think Courts 
of Justice should be Erected if required. If these De- 
signs should be Approved, they may be Built at three 


To the Right Honourable the Lords Comm' 
of His Majesty’s Treasury 
May it please your Lordships 

In pursuance of your Lordships Directions signyfyed 

ee to us by Mr. Scrope the 5th of September 1739. We 
* Office of Works. Memorials, 1733-1745. III, 69; alsoin Treasury 

Letter Book XIX, 498, listed in Calendar of Treasury Papers, 1739- + Office of Works. Memorials, 1 
1741, 17. t Office of Works. Memorials, 1 


». 98. 


7 5s E 
" 5, III, 103. 


3371 
33° 
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Fic. 7.—Lonai INAI ION OF THE HALL, with THE CorroniAN Liprary, 1735 
Drawn by William Kent. Soane Museum 
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Fic. 6.—PLan ror INstALLiInG THE CorrontAN Liprary IN THE HALL, TOWARD THE RIVER, 17: 


D1 n by William Kent. Soane Museum 
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Fic. 9.—ELEVATION OF CENTRAI 
PORTION OF THE RIVER FRONT WITH 
rHE Corronian Lisrary, 1735 


y 
Drawn by William Kent. Soane 
Museum 


Fic. 8.—TRANSVERSE SECTION OF 
THE HALL WITH THE COTTONIAN 
LiBRARY, 1735 


Drawn by William Kent. Soane 
Museum 
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IGS ( SECOND GENI 
Plan of Main Storey on left. Gre { Storey on right 
have waited on the Speaker of the House of Commons, 

and shewed him the General had _ pre- 
pared for a House of Commons, and took his opinion 
thereon. 

We have made such Alterations as he desired, and 
prepared the Plan marked D together with a new 
General Plan both which we herewith send vour Lord- 
ships. 

The aforesaid Plan marked D is in the Speakers 
Opinion (and we likewise agree in the same Opinion 
the most Convenient: He likewise approves of the 
Chambers and other Accommodations adjoynd. to the 
House of Commons as Expressed in the General Plan, 
but as to the rest of the General Plan or the Elevations 
of any part of it he desires to be excused giving any 
Opinion. 


Designs we 
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RAL SCHEME, 1735-1739 


Drawn by William Kent. Soane Museum 


By this Alteration the Building is Enlarged and 
carryed farther into the Thames, and upon the nearest 
Computation we find the Charge of as much as relates 
to the new House of Commons will amount to the Sum 
of Fifty-five Thousand, seven hundred & Seven 
Pounds. 


The Charge of as much as relates to the House of 


Lords with Vestible, Conference Room and Portico 
to the sum of Eighty Thousand Four hundred Pounds. 

And the Charge of the Arcade, Court of Requests, 
&c. to the Sum of Thirty-four Thousand Nine hundred 
& Sixty Pounds. 

The whole amounting to the Sum of One hundred 
Seventy One Thousand and Sixty Seven Pounds. 

Che Courts of Judicature and Passage of Communi- 
cation Expressed in the General Plan before your 
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Fic. 12.—SECOND 
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SCHEME, 17 
William Kent 
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Victoria and Albert Museum 
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Lordships will amount to the 
Sum of Eighty five Thousand 
Pounds. 

All which is humbly submitted 

by 

H. Fox 
T. Ripley 
W. Kent 
W. GILt 

Whitehall 

Otlice of His Maj Works 

The drawing for the House of 
Commons “marked D” is still pre- 
served (Fig. 33)* and the provisions 
of its plan enable us to identify also 
the “new General Plan,” drawn up 
by John Vardy,+ Kent’s principal 
draughtsman at this period (Figs. 26, 
27), and the corresponding elevation 
Fig. 28). 

At least one more general design 
was made (Figs. 29, 30): itis shown to 
be later than that of December 1739 
by displaying a further evolution of 
the Courts toward the form in which 
they were built—for, contrary to 
ordinary supposition, a beginning was 
actually made on the execution of the 
great project, and in that quarter. 
That this general scheme was pro- 
posed not much later than its pre- 
decessor is established by the absence 
on one of the plans, of any indication 
of Westminster Bridge, of which the 
first stone was laid in 1739. 

We need scarcely be surprised that 
more progress was not made, and that 
withoutany formal abandonment the 
work came to a standstill. War with 
Spain, ending the long peace of 
Walpole’s administration, had broken 
out in 1739, and in 1741 it merged in 
the costly war of the Austrian Succes- 
sion. Asubsidy of £300,000 was voted 
to Maria Theresa and the Hanoverian 
troops were taken into British pay. 
Walpole was driven from office in 
1742: the kaleidoscopic administra- 
tions which followed had their hands 
fullof more pressing matters. In i745 
came the invasion of the Young Pre- 
tender. The years of war, ending 
with the peace of Aix-la-Chapelle in 


* See second instalment to be printed in 
JOURNAL 10 September. 

+ The handwriting is identical with that of 
his drawings preserved at the Victoria and 
Albert Museum and at the Soane. 
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13 AND 14.—DESsIGN sUBMITTED 20 AUGUST 1739 
Drawn by William Kent. 


Fics 
Soane Museum 
Above: Plan of Main Storey 

Below . 


Plan of Ground Storey 
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Fics. 15 AND 16 DESIGN SUBMITTED 2¢ 
Be I ition to the 
1748—the year of Kent’s death—left the country heavily 
burdened with debt, vastly increased in the Seven Years’ 
War (1756-1763) and the war of American Independ- 
ence. The whole matter of better accommodations for 
Parliament lapsed for a score of years or more, to revive 
only on the eve of the struggle with revolutionary 
France.* 
The fantasm of a great classic palace at Westminster 
then rose again to mind.t In 1794 Soane studied 


AUGUST 1739. 
evation to Old Palace Yard. 


Thames. 





Drawn by William Kent 
Soane Museum 


Victoria and Albert Museum 


it in different form, and the project remained with 
him almost an obsession throughout his life. In the 


* Thomas Malton in his Tour of London and Westmi 
1792, speaks of the proposals for rebuilding lately discussed in th 
House of Commons. The later history, to the fire, is summarised 
Brayley and Britton’s History of the Ancient Palace . at Westminster 

1630), p. 401. 
Arthur T. Bolton, The Architecture of Robert and JFames Adam, 
1922, vol. i, p. 129, and The Works of Sir John Soane, pp. 95-113 
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DESIGN SUBMITTED 20 AUGUST 1739 
Drawn by William Kent. Soane Museum 


Fic. 17. 
Elevation to the Thames. 


period 1820 to 1824 when he was engaged on the Courts 
he gave the most minute study, as the copies from his 
office bear witness, to Kent’s earlier plans. His own 


erandiose scheme was of a different disposition. Like its , q p : 
Bj : 


forerunner it was doomed never to be built. The south- 
ern front with the Scala Regia alone came to execution. 
Searcely was it completed when old and new alike were 
swept away in the great fire of 1834. 


EVOLUTION OF THE GENERAL DESIGNS 


The documents cited enable us to arrange the several 
general designs in the order of evolution here described. 


Aside from direct allusions in the texts, we are guided by oa J yore ; 

the gradual adoption of certain features which retain | a f 

their place in designs submitted later, and the abandon- ee a 1. 

ment of other features—changes sometimes first indicated i = i ig 


by pencil versions on the earlier plans. Several inter- 
mediate and abandoned studies may be dated by an cas: — 

observation of the papers employed. 

We are now prepared to examine the successive de- : ae 
ns* for their practical provisions and artistic qualities. rr ie i 


sig 


THE DESIGN OF 1733 
The first general plan, apparently from the time the . 5 
project was first considered in 1733, appears to be that 
illustrated in Figs. 3 and 4. Alarge rectangular mass is ?4 


hollowed on the landward front by tall segmental colon- Soh ome 
_  ° Ss ces 


nades framing a great octastyle portico. Toward the 


rhames a similar portico dominates a long straight range —_ dennis — 
of columns. The two Houses occupy the centre of the adie 
lateral faces, the Lords to the west, the Commons to the 
east, their lobbies connected by a range of large apart- 
* They are reproduced here with the side toward the river uni- Fic. 18.—DesicN oF AuGusT 1739 





formly toward the top, irrespective of the way the writing on them 


laces. 


Proposed first stage of execution in relation to existing buildings 


With pencil notes by 


William Kent. 


Soane Museum 
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Fics. 19 AND 20 DESIGN OF AUGUST 1739 
Proposed second stage of execution. Drawn by William Kent. Soane Museum 
Above: Main Storey. Below : Ground Storey 


6 Augusi 1939 


ments. Behind this, frontin. the 
portico toward the water, is © great 
columnar hall, the room for t}\« cop. 
ference of the two Houses. The road 
terminal masses of the fronts ar filled 
out with various rooms, of whi: |i one 
for the Court of Requests, at te lef 
of the entrance court, is notabl: —the 
room opposite serving appare: tly as 
the Princes’ Chamber. The lowe; 
storey shows much thought {or the 
practical convenience of the buildings, 
Great vaulted vestibules under the 
two Houses were provided for the 
entrance of members, with broad 
double flights of steps leading to the 
lobbies above. Avestibule at the front. 
with elliptical staircases, gave access 
to the apartments ofstate. At the right 
of the entrance court was a columned 
vestibule for the sovereign reaching 
the Princes’ Chamber and the House 
of Lords by its own staircase. 

The elements of the plan taken 
singly offer a variety of spatial forms 
which was unusual, though not un- 
exampled, in England. The House of 
Lords is a plain rectangle, the House 
of Commons, cruciform. The con- 
ference room, provided for th 
occasional meetings of members o! 
both Houses to adjust differences, is 
square, with a peristyle interrupted 
by two great niches which give ita 
direction across the principal axis of 
the building. Two of the committe: 
rooms, alike, have a great hemicycle 
enlivened with minor niches. 

In its practical aspects the plan is 
far from supporting the idea that Kent 
was a mere dilettante in architecture. 
The arrangement of the division- 
lobbies for the two Houses, the publi 
and private entrances and stairs 1 
the houses and their galleries, th 
toilet facilities, the lighting each roon 
of the great mass by interior courts 
skilfully disposed—all give evidenc 
of careful and effective study. 

Although, thus, the major element 
of the plan are largely conceived and 
disposed, and the details of practical 
convenience are carefully worked out, 
the several grand divisions of th 
plan are but loosely connected. ™ 
close formal and spatial relationship 
exists between them, and their junc- 
tions are not effected monumentally. 
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Fic. 21.—StTupy FROM THE AUTUMN CF 1739 


An abandoned scheme. 


The principal cross-axes of the plan, while carefully 
observed and continued for a certain distance, ultimately 
lose their importance in minor courts and minor en- 
filades. Vhe whole plan is not yet knit into organic 
simplicity. 

No elevations exactly corresponding with these first 
plans have survived, but the plan itself suggests them 
sufficiently. The great order of the centre of the two 
main fronts, itself two storeys in height, rises from above 
the basement storey, with close spacing perfectly uniform. 
rhe end masses of the fronts have multiplied pavilions 
each pierced by columnar screens, of five and three 
openings. The lateral facades show a broad central 
pavilion with a Palladian motive, and narrower end- 
masses with a window flanked by niches. 


[here is a related elevation (Fig. 5)—not precisely 


corresponding to any plan, but apparently a study for 


Unknown authorship. 


Soane Museum 


the landward front of this first general scheme—which 
omits the tall colonnades of the great recess, with its 
multiplied windows in two storeys above the basement 
and entresol. The central apartment forms a broad 
pavilion, with a screen of columns under a surface arch, 
like those of the terminal masses. Roman saucer domes 
crown all these the great central being 
placed somewhat arbitrarily, over the square basilican 


masses, one 
room. 

In this elevation, as in the first plans, there is an un- 
certainty, coupled here with a redundance, characteristic 
of the early studies of such a great project. The general 
contrast of motive between the recessed and projecting 
parts of the facade is unresolved. 

At this point we can place the scheme of 1735 for 
assigning to the Cottonian Library a portion of the pro- 
posed building and thus providing for the execution of 
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staircases, to make this block of the building self-:on- 
tained. The books are placed around the great all 
which on later plans (Figs. 13 and 26) is marked as for 
the conference of both Houses. The bays between the 
columns of this hall are filled in with the Roman «rch 
order in two storeys. The sections show a great longi- 
tudinal, coffered barrel-vault of the most monume ital 
character rising from the outer walls somewhat irrel::ted 
tothe saucer dome above. Light is admitted by mullioned 
lunettes at either end. Clearly the design is less to be 
judged as for the library, than as a step toward realizing 
the grandiose general scheme for the new palace. 
The elevation corresponds in all its vertical divisions 
’ with the general elevation already illustrated, but shows 
As the major ordonnance of colossal columns with composite 
capitals. 
The accompanying manuscript in Kent’s handwriting 
reads: 

Estimate on the area or Ground Plan of the Cot- 
tonian Library and the records &c adjoyning extend- 
ing in the Front to the River 210 feet in depth go feet 
according to my design 197 sqr on ye area being abt 
go feet in hight including ye composite portico the 


mere gree Yl 








Fic. 22.—Srupy oF THE AUTUMN OF 1739, FORESHADOWING TH -= 
SCHEME OF DECEMBER — y ple hy be I 
Unknown authorship. Soane M veel Sv ewPuese Tee ese Ay 
Bess a oe ee ee + ual 
that part perhaps even before the rest, and under a | 
separate appropriation.* The drawings for this (Figs. I ee ee ae 
6-9) embrace the central suite of the 1 r front, on | 2 { é os 
the site of the Cotton Garden. The elements of the plan ‘ > : a7 Lu i 
are derived from the preceding general design, and are ' fy _ t i 
identical with them except in the addition of two circulai iar i : | 
tt} bd | 
* It is shown in five drawings recently put the Soane i 





= - be i ea heen es — oe | ne ae 
Museum, presented with an estimate i I I d leather an —4 sll oe ae 
binding. These papers were kindly calle ! ttention by Mi } 
Bolton. The library had been presented t e natior Sir John 7 5 | 


Cotton in 1700, and in 1706 Queen Ant ( he ¢ nH Saree ol 
with the intention of making the *oablee available t pub i 
there. The library, removed first to Essex House in t Strand ‘ | 








and then to Ashburnham House. had been seriously damage on 

fire in 1731, and this no doubt gave tl t ise it mo! 

securely. Mr. Bolton informs me that Sir Christopher Wren’s 

earlier proposals for housing the Cotton Library and altering th 

Houses of Parliament will be given in Volur XI of the Wren Fic. 23.—StTupy OF THE AUTUMN OF 1739. RELATED To Fic. 1 


Society, to be published in 1934 From an early XIXth century copy. Soane Museum 
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Fic. 24 STuDY OF THE AUTUMN OF 172G, APPROACHING THE SCHEME OF DECEMBER 
Drawn by William Kent Soane Museum 
whole front the pillars 40 feet high with the inside 1739. The necessary depth was secured merely by a 
finishing & embellisments taken at abt 300 pr sq padding of the previous plan, the suites along both the 
£59100 eastern and western fronts remaining almost intact. 
Che project was evidently abandoned, for the Cottonian This padding or deepening of the plan was effected by 
introducing a large court between the range of state 


Library does not appear in any of the later plans. 
THE SECOND GENERAL DESIGN 
When the general project was again taken up, the 
first idea evidently was to adhere to the forms of the plan 
of 1733, but to make it deeper, with the entrance front on 


the line of the western face of Westminster Hall and the 


opposite facade on the river’s edge. There exist several 
plans by Kent on this scheme (Figs. 10-12), showing 
Westminster Hall at one corner. They fall after the 
Cottonian Library set, and not later than the spring of 


c 


Any spatial 
effect of this court, however, was destroyed by a large 
square hall of vague function which had to be added 
behind the portico to keep the intended dome in relation 
to the facade. The northern side, between Westminster 
Hall and the river, could remain as but the 
southern facade had to be greatly stretched, and its 
balance required that the central pavilion there no 
longer correspond to the position of the House of Lords, 


apartments and the entrance colonnades 


before. 


or of any important interior feature. 
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Fic. 25.—Strupy FoR FACADE TO THI 


Clearly the plan represented an effort to meet some 
official demand, and will not have satisfied Kent, as the 
effort to bring the facade forward to the face of West- 
minster Hall was henceforth abandoned, and his later 
studies represent a new departure from the first idea. 

The elevation of the river front (Fig. 12), related to the 


1 


plans just discussed, is our first to show the great colon- 


nades. Whereas the plan indicates a central portico of 
eight columns, with six at either side of it, the elevation 
reduces the central portico to six, for a better proportion 
of the saucer dome behind. The domes of the end 
pavilions of 1733 are replaced by attics on the model of 


) 
those of Coleshill and those which Campbell had recently 
projected for Houghton. The lunettes of relieving 
| ) 


here are all pierced in the manner of the Roman baths, 
of which Palladio’s drawings were in Burlington’s posses- 


arches 


sion. ‘The storeys above the basement are no longer equal 
as in 1733, the lower of them now clearly dominates. 
The entresol is suppressed and large arches at the ends 
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give a new dignity to the basement. ‘The windows of the 
central portico are recalled in the end blocks, between 
their arched pavilions. The design begins to be more 
closely knit. 

THE DESIGN SUBMITTED 20 AUGUST 1739 

When the first official submission was made in August of 
1739 Kent presented a new plan (Figs.13 and 14) in which 
the general scheme of his first design was retained but 
given a far superior organisation. The Houses of Lords 
and Commons retain their position, size and form, but 
the length of the building is reduced from 444 feet to 300, 
so that between their lobbies is but a single element, a 
square peristylar hall with four columns on a side—the 
focus of the whole plan. The conference room, itself a 
square, is deepened toward this by a great hemicycle. A 
state apartment (apparently the Court of Requests, as 
we shall see), adjoining the central hall toward the en- 
trance front, is an octagon with great niches in the 
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Fic. 26.—DEsIGN sUBMITTED 11 DECEMBER 1739. PLAN OF MAIN STOREY 


Designed by William Kent, drawn by John Vardy. 


diagonal axes. The front is again hollowed, but less 
deeply than in the first design, and the only great portico 
is one six columns wide in the centre of this recess. The 
monumental stairs of the Lords and Commons, each 
with a wide semicircular turn, are disposed behind the 
segments of the facade, flanking the state apartment. No 
special royal entrance is provided, but a fine private 
stair leads up from the lower southern vestibule to robing 
rooms near the House of Lords. 

Suggestions for altering the form of the House of Com- 
mons, added roughly in pencil, show the direction in 
Which study of the plan was tending, and we shall find 
these adopted in the plans which follow. 

Che elevations (Figs. 15-17) are of great nobility and of 


anew, organic unity. Their character rests principally, in 


Soane Museum 


the absence of pompous colonnades, on their storeyed 
ranges of monumental windows, those below with arches 
on engaged columns flanked by half-pilasters, those 
above with pedimented tabernacle frames. On the two 
fronts the end pavilions have triple columnar openings 
under an arch, a feature repeated in the centre toward 
the river. The pavilions of the lateral facades have in the 
lower storey a Palladian motive of less size and perhaps 
less happy proportion. The great shadowed curve of the 
entrance front frames the portico, alone and dominating 
in its dignity of scale. Octagonal Roman domes—the one 
toward the river larger—crown each front; four smaller 
circular domes, also low and stepped, surmount the 
corner pavilions. 

The letter of transmission of this scheme, as we have 
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seen, mentions three stages in which the work may be 
executed, and these are indicated in other drawings of it 
which survive. The first part was to be *“The House of 
Commons, Speakers Apartment, Committee rooms and 
other conveniences for the Officers attending the House 
which part may be Built on Ground now in the po 
of the Crown.” This part appears on a plan reproduced 
in Fig. 18, which shows the relationship to the principal 
Chese, although ultimately 


session 


existing rooms of the palace. 
for demolition, were to be built around without being 


disturbed at first. 


‘The proposed second stage of execution is hown, 
in two plans (Figs. 19 and 20). In accordance with the 
report of 20 August, they show also ‘The House of 5 ords 
with Vestibule, Conference Room, Portico (a second por- 
ico, toward the river, like the entrance portico), Cupola 
evidently the one over the Conference Room) & Con- 

all in 


veniences for the Officers Attending the House” 
the portions of these plans filled in in wash 
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GROUND STOREY 


In outline only appear the elements left for the third 
and final stage: **The Arcade & Court of Requests Pas- 
sages and Conveniences for Persons & Servants attending 
Each House.’ From the indications of location (on the 
plan of the first stage) it is evident that the execution of 
these final, western portions would involve the a 
tion of the Painted Chamber, the old House of Lords and 
the Princes Chamber, actually included within the site, 
and of the old Court of Requests, which would otherwise 
mask half the principal front. 


INTERMEDIATE STUDIES 
It is very obvious that objections were raised to the 
plan of 20 August because of these proposed demolitions 
and that a plan was demanded which would not encroach 
on these portions of the old palace. 
Several unfinished studies, some of them by other hands 
than Kent's, appear to represent efforts toward preserving 


or avoiding the old work, and thus to belong to this time— 
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their date being confirmed by the papers employed. In 
one ‘ig. 21) itis only the old Court of Requests which is 


pres ved, as one wing of a facade far to the westward of 


the main block. 
both artistically and _ practically, 
abandoned. 

Oihers (Figs. 22-27) suggest the lines which we shall find 
adopied in the design submitted on 11 December, and 
doubtless immediately precede this. ‘They place the new 
building, as the report of that date indicates, ‘farther 
into the Thames,” entirely to the eastward of the existing 
state rooms of the palace. These, to be sure, completely 
mask its front, but it is apparent that the sponsors of the 
plan felt that with the new building once entirely erected, 
soon or late the opposition to demolishing the old one 
could be overcome. A screen at right angles to the new 
front fagade would then unite it with Westminster Hall, 
and mask the old House of Commons which would still 
remain. 


This plan, of a rough H shape, is weak, 
and was promptly 


The studies just referred to show also the genesis of 
other features which were incorporated in the design of 


December. All alike propose a great loggia on the 
west, backed by the Court of Requests, treated as a long 
gallery. Behind this, the first of the studies (Fig. 22 
places an octagonal unit in the centre of the plan, the 
feature of the river front being a hall with end niches. 
In contrast with this, the next study (known only through 
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Fig. 23) places in the centre 
a square hall with lateral niches and with a subdivision 
by rows of columns in each direction. It is interesting to 
note that this study shows the courts on the dais of West- 
minster Hall before their enlargement in the course of the 
year 1739. The finest of these studies, evidently the 
latest, by Kent himself, is cast on a somewhat larger 
scale, and shows a new influence from the Roman baths. 
The conference room toward the river, developed in 
depth, has the motive of the Roman tepidarium—three 
large arches on each side, the middle ones hollowed into 
niches, the end ones screened with columns. The centre 
of the plan has a great transverse basilican hall, opening 
at either end toward great hemicycles which terminate 
the lobbies. In pencil appears a suggestion for substi- 
tuting for the basilican central hall an octagonal one 
better adapted for the crossing of the axes, on either of 
which there is thus a grandiose series of spatial effects. 
No elevations correspond exactly with these plans, but 
one (Fig. 25) on a sheet with detailed plan-studies of a 
long gallery next the facade must have reference to 
their general parti. The openings of its principal range 
have the full Palladian motive under a surface arch, the 
larger arches at centre and ends have the favourite treat- 
ment of three full columnar openings under a pediment. 
The distinguishing feature bed this elevation, however, is 
the handling of the large engaged order of the central 
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portion, with a triumphal arch motive extended by 
pilasters. While the proportions are harmoniously studied 
one may feel that the transitional elements here intro- 
duced are out of character with the clarity of demarca- 
tion otherwise observed. 


THE DESIGN SUBMITTED 11 DECEMBER 1739 


[he “General Plan’? submitted on 11 December 
Figs. 20-27) makes skilful use of the ideas developed 


in these intermediate studies, and, like the design of 


20 August, has a digested, organic quality. The internal 
disposition and the lateral spacings are in general those 
of Fig. 24 as modified in pencil; the depths are restricted 
to those of Figs. 22 and 23, with the main block moved 
somewhat westward in order not to project too far into 
the river, and thus trenching somewhat (though only by 
the depth of the arcade) on the area occupied by the old 
palace. Evidently the fagade itself was to be constructed 
only after the demolition of this could be effected. 

One must look on the plan as a remarkably skilful 
solution of the problem which had been proposed, meet- 
ing the practical requirements and difficulties without 
sacrifice of dignity and beauty of form. 

Ihe intended exterior aspect is preserved only in a 
number of nineteenth century copies of the river eleva- 
tion (e.g. Fig. 28). In general it corresponds with the 
ordonnance of the elevations of 20 August, but with a 
less serried spacing of the windows. A different effect is 
given it, however, by the more elevated treatment of the 
domes. Over the central hall of the plan is raised on the 
exterior a tall octagonal drum, with temple porticoes on 
its cardinal faces, and a small cupola above the upper, 
octagonal dome. The domes of the end pavilions, some- 
what narrowed and thus higher in appearance, have 
likewise a vertical accent on their cupolas. The whole 
aspect is more staccato, as compared with the classical 
legato of the earlier designs. 
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THE LATEST GENERAL DESIGN 

Even the concessions made in December, permitting 
the temporary preservation of the old work, were evi- 
dently not sufficient, and one more design was made to 
meet the opposition squarely by incorporating the exist- 
ing Court of Requests and Painted Chamber within the 
walls of the new building. This is preserved in nine- 
teenth century copies (Figs. 29-30). Other objec- 
tions were met by holding back the Thames front prac- 
tically to the existing bank, and restricting the area of 
the building on the south so that it should not, like the 
plan of December, block Parliament Stairs to the river. 

The plan internally had of necessity to undergo radical 
alteration, although a number of characteristic features 
are preserved. ‘The two Houses were transferred to the 
river front where they flank the Conference Room. Their 
lobbies adjoin an octagonal central antechamber, doubt- 
less surmounted by an exterior dome. Two long pas- 
sages approach these lobbies from the western front, the 
arcade of which retains much the same treatment as in 
the December design. ‘These passages are aligned with 
great technical facility on the axes of the side loggias here, 
and that to the Commons coincides also with the cross 
axis of the old Court of Requests. Toward the south a 
long facade screens the inchoate necessities behind and 
gives a monumental aspect from the widened area lead- 
ing to Parliament Stairs. 

There is much to admire in the way the unwelcome 
demands of preservation have been met without destroy- 
ing the fundamental end of a new palace, but the suc- 
cess is inevitably that of vanquished practical difficulties 
rather than of triumphant artistic victory. Perhaps, had 
events still permitted the execution of the project, men of 
the time might have seen that the sacrifices involved in 
the earlier design were justified, to create a building 
which would have been the chief glory of British archi- 
tecture in the eighteenth century. 


concluded. 
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Reviews 


THE CUMBRIAN 


REVIEWED BY SIR 


The Cumbrian Regional Joint Advisory Committee 
have produced the Report prepared by Professor Patrick 
Abercrombie and Mr. S. A. Kelly in magnificent form 


This handsome quarto, finely 


printed in the large type suitable to its ample dimensions, 


and in excellent taste. 


will bea desirable possession for anyone interested in the 


Lake Country. It contains an admirable summary of the 
physical characteristics of the area, including its geologi- 
cal formation, and presents a picture of the general con- 
ditions of the district to-day, with a forecast of probable 


developments. 

There are twenty-five maps and diagrams, three of 
them in colour, and excellent collotvpe reproductions of 
photographs, showing some of the striking aspects of th 
mountain scenery and giving an airman’s view of the 
ei a aes a +] 
ra] interest as it deals with 


towns. ‘The volume is of gen 


the question of specially protected areas, rather unfortu- 
nately named National Parks, and the claims of Cumbria 
as a candidate. 

The Report is written in an easy style which is very 
readable and most commendably free from the official 





phraseology that too often reminds us of an Urban Dis- 
trict Council’s notice board. Enlightened opinion will 


probably find nothing with which to disagree, although 
those of us who have come to think eighteenth century 
Gothic rather entertaining and have a tolerant eve even 
for the eflorts of the Gothic Revival may feel that the 
writers are not in the forefront of the present fashion: we 
might qualify some rather disparaging comments. A 
good many of us would hesitate to describe the early 
nineteenth century Wray Castle as “‘vulgar,” and pro- 
bably few of us would wish it away or refuse to admit 


that, with all its sham medievalism, it is a pleasing inci- 
eaches of Winder- 


mere. It is unfortunate that so fine a production should 


dent in the view of the north-western 


be marred by slips in proof-reading, but when the 
printer has done so handsomely for us, it is ungracious to 
cavil at a detail which will probably escape any eye but 


that of the meticulous typographer. 

The standpoint of the Committee, as expressed by the 
Report which they endorse, appears to be eminently sane 
and broad-minded; as would be expected of a Com- 
mittee fortunate enough to have Mr. Charles Roberts as 
Chairman. It is realised that while it is desirable to pre- 


serve the beauty and wildness of this exceptional area, 

* The Cumbrian Regional Planning § Prepared for the Cum- 
brian Regional Joint Advisory Committee by Patrick Abercrombi 
and Sydney A. Kelly. Liverpool: University Press, and Londot 
Hodder and Stoughton. [1932 12s. 6d 


REGIONAL REPORT* 


MH. SAMUEL SCOTT 


it is not necessarily to be put under a glass case, and that 
it would introduce an atmosphere of artificiality and life- 
lessness if there were to be a restriction of the normal 
activities or even of the progress of the human beings in- 
habiting the district. ‘There can be no vigour and vitality 
without some change, which is the essence of human en- 
deavour. ‘True, there are tracts of mountain and fell 
which we would wish to leave to the raven and _ the 
buzzard, undisturbed save by the fell-walker and the 
rock climber. ‘These tracts in their primitive wildness are 
a precious possession, and those of us whose failing hearts 
or limbs may preclude us from penetrating to them 
should be content to leave them unspoilt for those who 
can enjoy them. It is the main argument against the 
driving of motor roads through the tiny area of mountain 
fastnesses, under the specious plea of enabling the less 
active to have a share in their appreciation—with the 
result that we should destroy the very thing that is to be 
made accessible. But with these reservations, proper) 
controlled development is to be allowed. We cannot put 
the clock back, nor must there be a selfish exclusion « ven 
of new elements of population or a denial of increased 
facilities for a new class of visitor. On this the writers of 
the Report take a practical and common-sense view. ‘They 
do more—they try to forecast future requirements both 
of new classes of resident and of tourists and to indicate 
how these requirements should be met. 

In other ways the Report is extremely practical. The 
writers favour the diversion of traffic to a coastal route, 
pointing out that not merely is this less objectionable 
from their standpoint but that it would be of service to 
the industries scattered along the coast from the Furness 
district of Lancashire to the Whitehaven area. 

On the vexed question of the electric pylons, practical 
proposals are again put forward which appear to be 
technically feasible. Only an electrical expert would ven- 
ture to express an opinion on this point, on which the 
Committee have evidently taken technical advice. 

It is pointed out that the whole Lake Country should 
be considered as a unit, which is certainly true. ‘The 
Cumbrian region here dealt with includes the whole of 
the County of Cumberland, with its agricultural lowlands 
and the mining district of West Cumberland, as well as 
the West Ward of Westmorland. But it excludes the 
portion of Westmorland that contains Windermere, 
Grasmere, Rydal and Langdale. This is being dealt with 
very thoroughly by the Lake District South Regional 
Planning Committee. The Cumbrian scheme also ex- 
cludes Lancashire over Sands, which contains in the 
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Coniston and Duddon districts some of the most beautiful 
and inspoilt stretches of the Lake Country. It is to be 
hoped that Lancashire may be inspired to play its part. 

To one who has lived through the days when those 
who cared for these things were denounced as “‘senti- 
mentalists’?> and when the unthinking were delighted to 
ask whether scenery was good to eat, it is heartening to 
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recall the conference at Cockermouth in July 1929, at 
which the representatives of thirty-one Local Authorities 
and Associations were unanimous in their wholehearted 
desire to put in hand this great work for the preservation 
and protection of their country-side. The production of 
this splendid volume is tangible evidence of a change of 
heart and of the conversion of the “‘practical man.” 





THE BOOK OF THE LIVERPOOL SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE * 


REVIEWED BY L. SYLVESTER SULLIVAN, F.RI.B.A. 


his book is one of pleasant things; created in kindly thought; 
it is satisfying to handle, opens easily and has an air of gracious- 


ness about it, being in itself gracefully conceived. 


Very many people have had a finger in the pie of its making, 
from the Publication Committee under the chairmanship of 
Professor Abercrombie, Mr. Stanley Ramsey, who writes of 
Protessor Reilly himself, Professor Lionel Budden, the Editor, 
who contributes a ‘“*Record of the School,’? and many of the 
past and present students who have contributed illustrations of 
their work as evidence of Professor Reilly’s influence on their 
respective generations, besides the long list of subscribers who 
have delighted to join in. 


[he book opens to a frontispiece portrait by Augustus John 
and is quickly followed by the dedication 
To 
CHARLES HERBERT REILLY 
oscoe Professor of Architecture in the University of 
Liverpool 
This Volume 
Containing a Record of the Liverpool School of Architecture 
and 
Illustrating the Designs and Works of Present and Past Students 
Is Dedicated 
In commemoration of his Directorship of the School 
1gO4 1929 
Published by Subscription 
as a Tribute from 
Students and Colleagues, Past and Present, Fellow Architects, 
Professional, Educational and Public Bodies 
and Friends 


r= 


rhis tribute must be very nice to Professor Reilly to have and 
to have for ever, along with the pleasant assurances the book 
holds of work well done now bearing its fruit in widely distri- 
buted parts of the world, for his students have carried the influ- 
ence of their school far afield. It is not merely a book to buy 
for the pleasant thing it is, but for the good and sound things it 
contains. 

That Professor Reilly is loyally proud of both his schoo! and 
his students is well known, and his justification both for his 
loyalty and his pride is here in this book. About fifty of the 
admirable plates are of designs and details of work carried out 
in the School during the period of study, the course from thé 
second to the fifth year being fully covered. Some eighty-five 
other plates are illustrations of works executed by past students 
of the school in their years of practice, and there are a few 
plates devoted to Professor Reilly’s own work and designs be- 
sides some done in conjunction with others. 

As will be understood, Reilly’s life has been full of achieve- 
ment. That he has made good is borne witness to by the long 
lists of names of his students who have made good in their turn. 
It is a life of achievement which we may hope is by no means 
complete yet. 

Ihe concluding words of Stanley Ramsey’s foreword may be 
taken as representing quite admirably the feelings that most of 
us who know Reilly will agree with, for they touch on his power 
to arouse enthusiasm and his warm-hearted impulsiveness in a 
sincere and personal! tribute. 

Finally, may it be permitted to say how much appreciated is 
the privilege of being allowed to add one little posy to the 
laurels Reilly carries, of which this book that has been studied 
with so much pleasure is not the least. 





CANTERBURY CATHEDRAL 

THE RoMANCE OF CANTERBURY CATHEDRAL. By a ** Friend of 
Canterbury Cathedral.’ Lond. : Raphael Tuck. 25. 6d. 

Tue FRIENDS OF CANTERBURY CATHEDRAL FirTH ANNUAI 
RrEpoRT ( JANUARY 1932). Cambridge: University Press. 1932. 
6d 

Reviewed by PERCIVAL M. FRASER (F... 
History may be described as another dimension of Architec- 
ture, a point of view which is apt in these days when commerce 
and technology fill our horizons to receive less than its deserts. 

Such books as the little volumes now under review are therefore 


the more welcome in that they create an atmosphere of romance 
which quickens one’s interest in this important, because vital 
and enduring, side of an architect’s work. 

It may not be generally known that many, if not all, of our 
Cathedrals have been mothered by self-supporting societies, 
the members of which—lovers of architecture and archeology 
at large—are held byspecial associations to a particular building 
and apply themselves to the function of caring for its mainten- 
ance by active works. Not the least important of the works 

* The Book of the Liverpool School of Architecture. By Lionel B. Budden, 
Editor. Liverpool: University Press, and Lond.: Hodder & Stough- 
ton. 1932. £2 25. , 
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achieved by these Societies is the stimulation of the public 
understanding to the value of architecture as a factor in the life 
of the nation. 

Canterbury Cathedral is right well served in this respect by 
its Society of Friends: which is represented by lovers of Canter- 
burv Cathedral wherever English is spoken. Their fifth annual 
report is this year supplemented by an anonymous volume 
entitled The Romance of Canterbury Cathedral. In it is told the 
story of the thirteen centuries which have passed since St. 
Augustine laid the first stone, how in those years the building 
has been virtually destroyed and how more than once rebuilt. 


Fire. once its most formidable enemy. is now succeeded by 





insidious decay and the ravages of time, and the fabric is again 
in danger. This is the primary care of the Friends of Canter- 
burv Cathedral, whose enthusiasm for their task is tempered by 
skilled counsel. 

Of this volume, in all other respects so admirable. one 
criticism is inevitable: it sadly needs a synthetic plan and some 
succinct descriptive matter of the precincts. In the editions 
which we believe will ensue. we hope this want will be met and 


thus add immeasurably to its value and interest. In all other 








respects, in its format, paper and print, and ) I, in its 
illustrations, this little book is a joy to handle 

Che Year 300k is not a mere « \ oO ( s S and 
accountant’s data. These are there of course, b n a reason- 
able compass and are supplemented by a report on the present 
condition of the fabric and the reparation works now in hand, 


The bulk of the volume is, however, devoted to learned illus- 
trated monographs on different features of the Cathedral 


buildings. 


BUNGALOW DESIGN 


MopERN EASTERN BUNGALOWS AND How To Bui_p THEem. B 
Ss: Douglas Meadows [F. l, Ps. t ull T} 
Directories, Ltd. 1931. 

Reviewed by JOHN GREAVES |/ 
he author of this litthe book gives the reader the benefit of 
extensive experience of domestic architecture in the East, and 
nothing of importance is omitted in the careful description of all 
the operations in the building of a bungalow, from the “‘sele« 
tion of site”’ to the “‘settling of accounts.” 
The book is obviously written for the interest of the prospec- 


expressed 





tive builder of a bungalow, and the technicalities a1 
in the most direct and simple mannet 

The information on methods for keeping a bungalow cool and 
the stress laid on the importance of planning to take advantage 
of cooling breezes is of value. 

The author writes with authority gained by experience, but 
deals chiefly with the bungalow for ( uthern India. 
and the illustrations are almost all of buildings 11 
the country. 

In Northern India, under different conditions, many note- 
worthy examples of domestic architecture ha been built in 
recent years, and illustrations of these might have been included 
in the book with advantage. 

The chapter on costs must apply only to the southern part of 





tS 


these parts of 


the continent, for the statement *“*compared with building rates 
in Europe the cost of building in the East is higher than else- 
where” is misleading. In Northern India the cost of building is 
considerably less than in Europe. 

The author includes plans and illustrations without his criti- 
cism of them, and although all the bungalows shown may be 
models of utility and of the sound construction with which the 
book is concerned, yet a few of the houses have distinction and 
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merit which is lacking inothers. Further interest would ‘jaye 
been added for the reader had some of the designs been . riti- 
cised by the author. 


ARCHITECTS’ ACCOUNTS 
\RCHITECTS’ Accounts, by Oswald M. Brown, with 
hy Lord Plender. Lond.: Gee, 1932. 
Reviewed by E. C. P. MONSON [F.]. 
Chis is an interesting litthe book by Mr. Brown, who is a 
Fellow of the Institute of Chartered Accountants. It sets out 


qT fe 


in the introduction that the system outlined in the book is based 
upon one which gradually evolved in the course of time. Some 
20 years’ experience has proved it to be useful and efficient and 


it is working very satisfactory in the office of the Architecis {o 
whose use it was first designed. 

Che book is divided into eleven chapters. The first two 
describe in detail the principles of accountancy and the advan- 
tages of systematic accounts; the third gives the basis of charg- 
. Whether by R.I.B.A. Scale of Fees or by other methods: the 
next three chapters demonstrate the method of book-keeping, 
the kind and number of books to be adopted in connection with 


in 


a 


the ace ounts, and the method to be used by Assistants in « cr- 
ing up their time, wages’ books, petty cash vouchers, etc. ctc.: 
chapters seven and eight explain the keeping of the Ledgers. the 
preparation of the accounts and the question of dealing with 
fees and commissions; chapter nine is devoted to filing and 
chapter ten to questions of partnership and the purchase of a 
practice. The last chapter deals with the complicated subject 
of an Architect’s Income Tax Return. 

Che information given in these Chapters comprises material 
which will be considered most useful by all, but whether it is 
necessary for every Architect to keep his books in such an 
elaborate manner is a matter for each to decide for himself. It is, 
of course, undoubtedly desirable to know how much each job 
has cost in preparation and erection compared with what is 
received for it, and some general ordered method must be used 
in the management of the work of the office, otherwise chaos 
would soon result. Doubtless the method adopted in most 
offices has grown gradually, but some valuable hints might |! 
obtained even for the largest of offices from a study of these 


e 


pages. 

Chis book cannot fail to be helpful and will be found of the 
greatest use to all. 

\s suggested therein the work required for a complete 
system of Accounts will, of course, depend upon the particular 


what is desirable in one may be 


regarded as unnecessary in others, but in every case it must be 


( ircumstanc es of each case < 


remembered that accounts are a record of facts, and, in order 
to obtain the fullest possible value from the information thus 
made available, it is necessary periodically to summarise it in 
the form of statements of accounts. 

At the end of the book is a copy of the R.I.B.A. Scale of 
\rchitects’ Charges including those relating to Housing Fees, 
also a form of Articles of Partnership and a copious index. 


ESTIMATING 
How To Esrimare. By John T. Rea. 5th ed. Lond.: Bats/ 


1932. I6S. 
Reviewed by J. DOUGLAS SCOTT [4.]. 


The fifth edition of this work, much enlarged, gives analytical 
details and bases for arriving at the cost of builders’ work unde all 
conditions, and is not a mere list of prices. It is most comprehensive 
in its scope and deals with almost everything met with in modern 
practice, whether manual or mechanical. Over 600 illustrations add 
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to the .scfulness of the book. The numerous tables, memoranda and 
technic.| data have been collected from authoritative sources and 
make is book the most comprehensive work of reference dealing 
with cost of building and should prove an invaluable aid to 


s and surveyors in checking or contesting builders’ accounts. 


< 
arcnhl 


SPON’S POCKET BOOK 
Spon’s ARCHITECTS’ AND BurILpErRs’ Pocket PrRIcE Book. 1932. 
Edited by Clyde Young. Lond.: E. and F. N. Spon. 53. 


Reviewed by J. DOUGLAS SCOTT [.1.]. 


I} jth edition of this work is a useful guide for builders’ prices, 
giving the constants for labour and measured and day work prices. 
[he marginal notes to each item make it easy for reference. The 
rices appear rather high, and are stated to be about 84 per cent. 


JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 759 


above pre-war rates, but 75 per cent. is generally considered to be 
nearer the present cost of work. 

In the preliminaries, on page 49, only the fees to district surveyors 
for new buildings are given, but the full schedule of all district sur- 
veyors’ fees is given on page 241. A reference to these might usefully 
be made on page 49. 

Ihe fees payable in arbitrations are given on page 236, but the 
authority therefor is not stated. 

The quantity surveyor’s charges on page 244 are not in accordance 
with the scale of the Surveyors’ Institution. 

Several pages are devoted to the price per foot cube for various 
buildings, but it is not indicated how these have been computed; 
they should be all on the same basis, which should be the standard 
method published a few years ago by the R.I.B.A. 

With the numerous tables and memoranda, a lot of useful informa- 
tion has been brought together in a small compass. 





ACCESSIONS TO LIBRARY 


[hese supplementary accession lists of donations to the Library 
should have been published a long time ago but owing to the pressure 
nour space that was not possible. We print them now so as to make 





a and permanent record of these generous gifts, all of which were 
referred to in the JOURNAL in some detail at the time the gifts were 
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possible, placed the new copy in the Reference section, thus releasing 
our existing copy for the Loan. 


MRS. HENRY NOEL DONATION (7), DECEMBER 1931 


Drawincs BY C. R. ann F. P. CockereL_t AND Epwarp LEAR 


CocKERELL (CHARLES ROBERT), 1788-1863, del. or pinx. 


[he Professor’s dream. A synopsis of the principal architectural 
monuments Pencil D. 1849. 
Wren (Sir Christopher). A tribute to—. [Chief buildings.] Wm. 
Etching from painting. 1838. 
Pencil and sepia wash. [181-]. 


Richardson, etched. 

Greece, View in. 
or Sicily (? Greek temple, restored. 2 sections. 

Sepia wash. [181-]. 

Agrigentum. Sepulchre of Theron. Pencil and sepia wash. {181-]. 

Ink and sepia wash. 1812. 

Ink sketch. [181-]. 

Sepia D. 1824. 

Etching. [18—]. 

W.-colour. 1820. 


. Temple of Juno Lucina. 
Athens. View, with Acropolis. 
, restored. 
. Joan Coney, etched. 
Parthenon. View, restored. 
Pompeii. Theatre, restored (as between A.D. 63 and 79). 
WW.-colour. 1832. 
Rome. View, restored. (?) Joan Coney, etched. Etching. [18—]. 
in Forum, with ruins of Temple of Castor and Pollux. 
Pencil D. {181 
int. view of basilican church. D. (18 


|. 

) l. 
Segesta. View of temple and surroundings. 

Pencil and wash D. [181-]. 


CockERELL (C. R.), architect. 
Pediment for a public building. [Used by Elmes for St. George’s 
Hall, Liv erpr ol. ] Ink sketch. 1846. 
London. Westminster Life and British Fire Office in the Strand. 
W.-colour. 1831/2. 


Phot. of MS. 1810. 


Passport. (“In somma Apollo lui stesso.””) 


Wherever a book given was previously in the Library we have, if 


COCKERELL (FREDERICK Pepys), 1833-1878, dé 
Stairway. [ Unidentified.] View. F.P.C., archt. (2) W.-colour. [18—]. 
Italy. Church. [Unidentified.] W.-colour. [18—]. 


Florence. San Spirito. Brunelleschi, archt. Int. Sepia D. 1855- 


Maintenon, France. Chateau de M 


W.-colour (unfinished) .185 


a 
Naples. View of bay from Reid’s House. D. [18—]. 
Pompeii. House. W.-colour. [18—]. 

House of Castor and Pollux. W.-colour. [18—]. 


figures from wall paintings. 5 sheets. 

Pencil D. and w.-colour. | 
Temple of Augustus. Pencil D. and w.-colour. {1 
Seat, with landscape. W.-colour. | 
Pencil D. and w.-colour. | 
Selinonte. Temple of Selinus: sculptured metopes. 
Sepia wash D. 1 
Pencil D. 1 
"-colour. [18—]. 


| Unidentified bg. 


} sheets. 
1 sheet. 


Venice. Palazzo Rezzenico. J 
Lear (Epwarp), del. 

Athens. View towards Acropolis. W.-colour. [18—]. 

Parnassus, Mount. View. W.-colour. [18—}. 


MRS. HENRY NOEL DONATION (ii), SPRING 1932 
Drawincs By F. P. CocKEREL! 
[4 albums of sketches in a box: 2 called “Sketches. Gothic,” (1 
English and Continental, chiefly eccles., (2) chiefly English eccles. 
2 called “Sketches. Classic’? (Renaiss.), (3) Continental, chiefly 
secular, (4) Continental, chiefly eccles. | 
Pencil D., sepia D., sepia wash, and w.-colour, 1855-58, &c. 


PHOTOGRAPHS 
[Various places and buildings. 2 albums ‘*Gothic,” 2 “Classic 


Renaissance).] 4 albums. Ph. 


MRS. DAMES LONGWORTH DONATION, JAN. 1932. 
CockERELL (C. R.), del. 

Agrigentum. Temple of Concord. Pencil and sepia wash. [181-]. 
CockERELL (F. P.), del. 

Figure study. Half-draped, female seated figure. 
Pencil and white D. [18—}. 

W.-colour D. [18—]. 

Rome. Palazzo Barbarini. 2 sheets. Sepia and pencil D. [18—]. 
Stick of Chinese Ink formerly used by C. R. and F. P. Cockerell, 


Pompeii. Ruins. View. 
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PROF. W. R. LETHABY DONATION 


From the Library of the late Professor Lethaby, ited by Miss 


presser 
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Crosby. 
ADLER (F. Der Mausoleum zu Halikarnass 

194 24”. Berlin. 1900. 
ADLER (F.). Der Pharos von Alexandria. 19 124”. Berlin. 1901 
BucKMAN ([J.]) and Newmarcu (C. H istrations of the remains 
of Roman art, in Cirencester, the site of ancient Corinium 
115 y”. Lond. 1850. 
SUTLER (H. C. Architecture and other arts.—Sculpture, mosai 
and wall painting in Northern Central Syr id the Dijebel 
Hauran. (Part ii of pubns. of an American ogical Ex- 
pedition to Syria. 14 11”. New York. 1903 

BrinpLeEY (W.) and WeEATHERLEY (W. S Anci pul 





monuments, ‘ Lond 





Britton (J.). The Architectural ar es of G I ’ Vol. 2 
I 1809 
Corvetre (H. C.). On the use and value of col n al tecture 
R.I.B.A. Silver Medal Essay 1899. From R.I.B.A. JouRNAL, 
1899. 1of” x 84”. Lond. 1899 
Creeny (W. F. Illustrations of incised slabs on the continent of 
Europe. 15 11 Norwicl 18q1 
Cresy (E. Illustrations of Stone Church, Kent 
( Lo 1640 
CRESWELL (K. A. (¢ \ provisional bibliograp Mohammedan 
architecture of India. par I Bomba 1922 
Davies (RANDALL). Chelsea Old Church. 1 Lond. 1904 
Davison (RAFFLES). Raffles Davison, Hon. A.R.I.B.A \ record 
of his life and work from 1870 to 1926, witl selection of his 
drawings and sketches. } Lond. 1927 
GEORGE (W.S.), VAN MUILLINGEN (.A.) and others Che Church of 
St. Eirene at Constantinople Byzanti Resear 


and Publi- 
I 


cation Fund. 14 Lond. 1912 





Harvey (W. B.), Leruasy (W. R.) and others I Church of the 
Nativity at Bethlehem. R. Weir Schultz, Byzantine 
Research and Publication Fund 13 I Lond. 191¢ 

Jewett (H.H.) and Hastuck (F. W Che Chur Our Lady 
of the Hundred Gates in Paros Byzantine Research and Pub 
lication Fund. Lond. 192 

KALCKEN (G. VAN Peintures ecclésiastique x 

( H 1QGIGg 

Meurer (M.). Vergleichende formenlehre des ornamentes und det 
ptlanze. Dresden G00 

MiI.ziar (E. G. Les principaux manuscrits et peintures du Lam- 
beth Palace a Londres 1 re) Paris. 1924 

MACKENZIE (FREDERICK). The Archit ities of the Col- 
legiate Chapel of St. Stephen, Westminster 


305 ) ond. 1644 
NESFIELD (W. E, ture... 4p 


France and Italy. 16 I Lond. 1862 


NewTron (W. G.). The 


Specimens ot Media 





Architectu yntrib n of Imperiai 
Rome. (Architectural Associatior e Es yI2 
pan I Lond. 1912 
OLvuFsEN (QO.). The second Danish Pamir-expedition. Old and new 
architecture in Khiva, Bokhara and Turkest 
14 lI Copetr gen. 1904 


ONGANIA (F.), publ. Il Tesoro di San Marcoin Venezia 
14 vols. of Basilica di San Marco ini 
Venice 1886 


INSTITUTE OF 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS 6 Augus 
RAINE (JAMEs). Catterick Church, York. A correct copy 
contract for its building . . . in 1412 . with view 
tions, and details, by Anthony Salvin. 11” 83. Lon 


SARRE (F.). Denkmiiler persischer baukunst. 
a1”x 14}”. Berlit 
SHAw (R. NorMAn). Architectural sketches from the ( 


[France, Italy and Germany]. 163” 113”. Lon 


SOCIETY ¢ 


F Diterrantt. The Unedited antiquities of Attic 
prising - Eleusis, Rhamnus, Sunium, and Thoricus. 
and ed. 183” 113”. Lon 


. Report of the Committee to superintend the ex; 
. to Greece and Ionia; containing an abstract of . 
list of materials . . . plan [for] pubn. 


pam. 1o}”» 84”. Lon 
Spiers (R. PHENI Architecture East and West. 
9h” = 63”. Lon 
STURGIS (RussELL). A Dictionary of architecture and_ buil 
vols. 10}” x 74”. New York. 
PexiER (C.) and PuLtan (R.P.). Che principal ruins of Asia M 


19}”™ 13”. Lond 


Watccor (W.). Architectural water-colours and etchings of W 
14” 11”. Lond 


WEAVER (LAWRENCE English leadwork: its art and history. 


114” 83”. Lond 
Woop (Rosert). The ruins of Palmyra, otherwise Tedmor 
Desert. 20” 144”. Lond 


WORKS FROM THE LIBRARY OF THE LATE MR 


STEVENSON [F.] 
PRESENTED BY HIs SON, Mr. ARNOLD STEVENSON 
Edifices de Rome Moderne 


LETAROUILLY (P. 2 vols., 


fo. Liege. 


Palais Massimi a Rome. 
fo. Paris 


Bornholms Aeldgamle Kirkebygninger. 
fo. Copenhagen. 


Suys (F. T.) et HAupEBouRT (L. P. 


Hoio (H. J. 


RICHARDSON (T. M.), SENr. Forty-two etchings of Old Newcast 


Pyne. From original drawings [with anon. biog. note]. 


fo. N.p 

Scotr (GEORGE GILBERT), JUNR. An Essay on the History of | 
Church Architecture... . yo. Lond. 
Scorr (W. B.). Antiquarian Gleanings in the North of England 


examples of antique furniture, plate, etc. 


yo. Lond. 


Niurnberg’s Renaissance-Denkmiler. 
fo. Leipzig 


OrRTWEIN (ACGUST 


Rousset (JuLes). Les Vitraux. (Loose plates in cover. 


sm. fo. Paris 


NIVEN (W. Illustrations of Old Worcestershire Houses. 
40. Lond. 1873 & fo. Lond. 
. Illustrations of Old Staffordshire Houses. yo. Lond 
. Illustrations of Old Warwickshire Houses. 40. Lond 
WARING (J. B.). Illustrations of Architecture and Ornament. 
sm. fo. Lond. 


ABERDEEN: SPALDING CLUB. 
Vol. 1: Aberdeen. 
Vol. 2: Edinburgh. 


40. Aberdeen. 
4o. Aberdeen. 


GRANJEAN DE Monticny (A.) and Famin (A.). Architectur 


1067 


\\ 
1919 


plates 
104 


IOI 





N.d 


1873 
. 1882 


177 


| 185 


Se ulptured Stones of Scotland. 2 vols 


185 


1867 


e Tos 


cane, ou Palais, Maisons, et autre Edifices de la Toscane. 


New ed. fo. Paris. 


134¢ 
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Haxewitt (A. W.). General Plan and External Details .. of 
{horpe Hall, Peterborough. Measured, drawn and etched by 
Ww. H—. fo. Lond. 1852. 


Oncania (F.), ed. Callie Canali in Venezia, 1890-91. Unbound, 
» portfolios:—Vol. 1. Introduction, etc., and 100 plates. 
il, 2. 100 plates (but no index). 


o. NsON (R. J.). Specimens of Early French Architecture. Selected 

iefly from the Churches of the Ile de France and illustrated in 

(;seometrical Drawings and Perspective Views. 1864. Unbound 
Preface, Title page, etc., and 100 plates (No. 67 missing). 


Parry (E. G.) and Austin (H. J.), eds. John O’Gaunt Sketch Book. 
Vol. 3, 1879-85. fo. Lancaster. 


EpINuURGH: EDINBURGH ARCHITECTURAL AssOcIATION. Sketch Book. 
fo. Edin. 187 
Lg, 875-7 76: Unbound, 38 plates (No. 1 missing). 
L. 8-7 :U nbound, 50 pl: ates (No. 30 missing 
Vol. 3. 1880-82 ‘ned but no cover, 50 plates. 
1. 1 (New Series). 1883-86: 50 plaies and text. 


KossMANN (B.). Die Bauernhauser im Badischen Schwarzwald. 
fo. Berlin. 1894. 
Ramée (D.) and Prnor (R.). Monographie du Chateau de Heidel- 
erg. 2 pts., each 12 pls. pfo. fo. Paris. 1859. 
MotierR (GEORG). Denkmiler der Deutschen Baukunst. 2nd 
2 vols. in one. fo. Leipzig, &c. [18—]. 


Herner-ALTENECK (J. H. von). Eisenwerke, oder Crnamentik der 
Schmiedekunst des Mittelalters und der Renaissance. (Unbound. 
sm. fo. Frankfurt. 1870. 


CacprRILLiar (A.), pubr. Maisons les plus remarquables de Paris 
onstruites pendant les trois derniéres années. 
fo. Paris. [1861-62] 
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GeyMULLeR (H. von). Les Projets primitifs pour la Basilique de 
S. Pierre de Rome. 1875-80. (In German and French. Title 
page, etc., missing. Unbound. Text only. 

sm. fo. Berlin. 1880. 


Christian monuments in England and Wales. 
la. 80. Lond. 1854. 


BouTELt (Rev. C.). 


LACHNER (CARL). Geschichte der holzbaukunst in Deutschland. 
Vol. 1: Des Norddeutsche Holzbau in seiner historischen ent- 
wicklung. Narrow 40. Leipzig. 1885. 

SPRING GARDENS SKETCH Book. Vols. i (1866-67 
ing) to villi (c. 1890). fo. Lond. 18 
. Topographical index and index of subjects. 

sm. 40. Lond. 1891. 

.Note-book. Part 1. sm. 40. Lond. 1874. 

A Book on building, civil and ecclesiastical. . . . 
[1st ed.] 80. Lond. i876. 

EDINBURGH: ARCHL. INsTITUTE OF SCOTLAND. Transactions. Illus- 
trations of Scottish Buildings. (3 pts. only. 

fo. Edin. 1861-62, 1862-63, 1864-65. 


some pls. lack- 


BECKETT (Sir E.). 


Haarvem. (Section of unidentified work. 9 plates and text. 


BERLIN: INTERNATIONALEN AUSTELLUNG FUR HERALDIK. 1882. Text 
by A. M. Hildebrandt. fo. Berlin. [1882.] 
PHOTOGRAPHS 


Giascow Co.uece. (20 Ph. prints mounted and bound. [18—] 
ScortisH Domestic ARCHITECTURE [chiefly about 1800-20]. (102 
Ph. prints mounted and bound. [18—]. 


Pucin (A. W. N.). Ph. prints of sketches [of existing Continental 
buildings and designs for buildings at Ramsgate, Oscott. and a 
library]. Bedford Lemere & Co., phot. Loose plates in pfo. 
22 prints, mtd. Ph. [18—]. 

Socy. FOR PHOTOGRAPHING ReELIcs OF OLp Lonpon. (Ph. by 
A. & J. Bool. Abt. 142 phots. [1 18 a 





Exhibition 


WORK BY UNEMPLOYED MEMBERS OF 


On Monday, 25 July, Sir Raymond Unwin opened an 
exhibition in eg R.I.B.A. East Gallery of work done 
under the auspices of the London Society by members 
of the Institute receiving salaries from the Royal Insti- 
tute Unemployment Fund. By the compilation of the 
Surface Utilisation Map, the principal item of the 
exhibition, there has now been achieved a part of the 
essential groundwork of any replanning scheme for 
London. 

The first step before the organisers was to reduce to 
a manageable size the Surface Utilisation Maps of the 
County of London prepared by the London Society 
some six years ago for the boroughs north of the river, 
while (through the courtesy of the Valuer’s Department 
of the London County Council) information of a similar 
nature was made available for the boroughs south of the 
river. 


THE ROYAL INSTITUTE 


The next piece of work undertaken in this section, and 
still in progress, was a survey of the height and density of 
London. The south-western 


building in one quarter of 
I . 
number of 25-inch ord- 


districts were selected, and 
nance sheets are exhibited on which it is possible to see at 
a glance whether the character of a district is high or 
low. A group of three blues represents buildings of 1, 
2 and 8 storeys, and three reds represent 5, 6, and 

storeys and over. The intermediate range of four storeys 
is given a distinctive colour of yellow. From the data 
thus obtained a suggestion will be made for controlling 
the height, mass and density of building in the future, It 
will be clear from a study of this section how small is the 
proportion of buildings in the county that have reached 
the Building Act limit of approximately 100 feet, and how 
unwise it would be generally to increase the limit until a 
plan for the redevelopment of London has been pre pared. 








762 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


These zoning maps are in essence preliminary to the 
important work of re-planning, as an example of which 
there is shown a scheme for the redevelopment of North 
Kensington, undertaken at the request of the Kensington 
Housing Association, who have promised in return to 
make a contribution of £100 to the fund. The alliance 
of the work of the Kensington Association and the Un- 
employment Fund is, it seems to us, one of the most 
hopeful signs of progress beyond the preliminary and 
experimental stage that has yet appeared. 

Finally, there is a section of the exhibition devoted to 
measured drawings. Everyone knows the valuable work 
that the London Society has been doing for many years 
in compiling faithful records of old houses in London, 
and will rejoice to think that there has come from the 
distress of the profession such a welcome aid to the work. 

So that the work done by architects working through 
the Unemployment Fund should be completely repre- 
sented, a small display has been arranged to illustrate 
the progress being made with the index of the Archi- 
tectural Graphic Record Committee, which was fully 
described in the JouRNAL last April. 

The Earl of Crawford, who was in the chair, explained 
the origin of the scheme and the part the London Society 
was taking in organising the work. The work being done, 
he said, would in more prosperous times be undertaken 
by official bodies, for though it had never been done 
before, it was absolutely essential if drift and lack of con- 
trol were not to be allowed to reign supreme. American 
cities such as Boston and New York had also set up 
similar organisations and were employing engineers and 
architects who were out of work on civic planning. In 
London it was obvious that the railways were the most 
serious obstacle to the redevelopment of built up areas: 
if only we could get them underground there would be 
great opportunities opened up. Lord Crawford said he 
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hoped that the appeal for further funds that was shortly 


to be launched would meet with due response, an | he 
finally paid a tribute to Sir Raymond Unwin, by whose 
initiative and resource the whole scheme had been started, 

Sir Raymond, in opening the exhibition, spoke ©: the 
work being done as perhaps the greatest example that 
there had been in this country of freedom from employ- 
ment being taken as an opportunity and not merely Sa 
disaster. The success of this scheme only served to point 
out the magnitude of the opportunities we were missing, 
With 223,000 persons out of work in the building in- 
dustry and 104,000 in public works departments, what 
could not be done if their unemployed brains, abilities 
and hands were used instead of being left idle. The 
2,842,000 unemployed people in all trades represented 
a population of eleven millions, that is, more than the 
total population of these lands until the second half of the 
eighteenth century. Think what they did and _ think 
what we could do now if only we could organise their 
labour and their wills! The Middle Ages had built their 
cathedrals, and later ages the British Empire. Could we 
not do something comparable?—rebuild the *‘East Ends” 
of our cities for instance—a work for which this exhibi- 
tion was the first step. The R.I.B.A., said Sir Raymond, 
had sitting at present a committee on slum clearance 
which was trying to evolve a technique for dealing with 
this serious problem. 

In conclusion, Sir Raymond referred to Mr. Maurice 
Webb’s work as chairman of the Unemployment Fund, 
and to Mr. Percy Lovell’s skilful organisation of the 
labour. To all who had subscribed or worked for the 
cause they were grateful. They needed even more than 
the £300 a month available at present, and they had to 
trust to the friends of the scheme within the architectural 
profession to continue to give the support that the scheme 
deserved. 





ARCHITECTS’ UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF FUND 


We have pleasure in giving a further list of donations to the 
Architects’ Unemployment Relief Fund. The Council of the 
Architects’ Benevolent Society have voted £100 for the pay- 
ment of children’s allowances to the men who are employed 
by the Fund. Over £40 has been received in donations from 
Shanghai. The full list is given below 


com 
Architects’ Benevolent Society 25 100 O O 
Cass Gilbert, Madison Avenue, New York Dollars 100 
+e Miracle te oe +é os oe a6 OK oO Oo 
Donations from Shanghai, through Mr. R. E. Steward- 
son, totalling .. na - ste ta , 17 19 3 
E. H. Adams ‘ he {1 Is 
Messrs. Cumine and Co., Ltd.. Taels 25 
A. M. Duncan “ .. Taels 20 
Bright Fraser. ; > je 


Eric G. Gardner. 


M. Hendry Taels 20 
G. A. Johnson .. Dollars roc 
H. S. Luke ix abe 

D. MacAlister Dollars 10 
J. R. Maughan Taels 25 


Gordon Morriss .. Dollars 100 
J. A. Ritchie = .- Dollars 30 
Spence, Robinson and Partners £5 5s. 
R. E. Stewardson : .. Taels 25 
A. P. Stoner ae ee + sea, 
Percy Tilley Taels 25 
J. M. Venters Dollars 20 
P. O. G. Wakeham Dollars 10 
G. L. Wilson Dollars 100 
H. Williams : Dollars 10 
J. W. Williamson : .. Dollars 1o 
R. C. Young ~ a << i 36. 
Messrs. Lanchester and Lodge. . ao a a 
Mr. W. D. Caroe (in addition to a monthly sub- 
scription a ae 
rhrough the Bristol Society: 
Mr. F. H. H. Webb (third donation) ne “5 220 
Messrs. Mowbray, Green and Hollier (monthly sub- 


scription Ack 2 00 
Mr. H. F. Hoar.. 220 
Miss M. J. Lovell 2 2 0 
Mr. E. A. Young = id a a 
Miss McLachlan (third donation) : eo 
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Obituary 


PROFESSOR BALDWIN BROWN, Hon. A.R.1.B.A. 
A Menmoirr BY Mr. A. W. CLAPHAM 


By the death of Prof. Baldwin Brown, the study of early 
English Art has suffered an irreparable loss. The fruits 
of his lifelong study of the Arts and Crafts of Early 
England are fortunately, in great measure, already in 
print, but unhappily his lite was not prolonged sufficiently 
to allow of the completion, at any rate by the master’s 
hand, of the final volume of his survey. It is given to few 
people to produce a work on any great period of Culture 
which is alike exhaustive, authoritative, and, in all prob- 
ability, permanent, but Prof. Baldwin Brown’s work is 
all these and must always remain the basis of any future 
study of the period. Additions are bound to be made, 
here and there, to our knowledge of the subject, and 
minor adjustments will from time to time become neces- 
sary, but the untiring patience and persistence, which 
often enough carried the author half across Europe to 
verify a fact or confirm a theory, have resulted in a 
structure of such solidity and strength that its foundations 
can hardly be undermined in the future. It may have 
been the experience of more than one student of the 
subject to have arrived, perhaps after long research, at 
some conclusion which he fondly imagined to be his own, 
only to find that Professor Baldwin Brown had already 
travelled along the same road and that tucked away in 
some corner of his works is a clear statement of the fact 
or conclusion which has occasioned so much labour. 

It must rest with other pens to write an appreciation of 
Professor Baldwin Brown’s academic career; as an 
Honorary Associate of the Institute, he was on many 
occasions a generous contributor to the JOURNAL. 

It is, however, in his personality that his loss will be as 
deeply deplored as in his archeological or academic 
work. To those who had the privilege of his friendship, 
in however shght a degree, he presented that unassuming 
charm which, fortunately, so often accompanies scholar- 
ship, and his catholic and intensely human interests ever 
rendered him a delightful companion. Of his amazing 
energy we have already spoken: how few men of his ad- 
vanced age would be capable, as he was, of flying to 
Paris, delivering a lecture before the Sorbonne, and flying 
back again. In men of a younger generation, at once 
more restless and less persistent, he aroused that admira- 
tion which is becoming more and more the due of the 
men of his age and tradition. 


A BIOGRAPHICAL NOTE 


Professor Baldwin Brown, who died on 12 July at the age 
of 82, was one of the three oldest, in point of election, of the 
Honorary Associates of the Institute, being elected in 1887. 

Baldwin Brown was born in London in 1849. He was 
educated at Uppingham and Oxford, where he was a scholar, 
he took a first in Greats and later became an Honorary Fellow 
of Oriel College. After leaving Oxford he studied painting in 


London, and in 1880 he was appointed as first Watson-Gordon 
Professor of Fine Art in the University of Edinburgh. Since he 
was only thirty-one at the time this appointment was a notable 
tribute to his ability and to the wide range of his artistic know- 
ledge. He held the Chair for fifty years, resigning at the end of 
the Summer term of 1930. Side by side with his lecturing and 
University work he found time for much intensive research into 
his special subject: The Arts in Early England. This was the 
title of his most important work, published between 1903 and 
1930, which is the standard authority on the subject. His other 
works include From Schola to Cathedral, The Care of Ancient 
Monuments, Anglo-Saxon Architecture, The Life of Saxon England 
in its Relation to the Arts and The Art of the Cave-dweller, and he 
also published works on Rembrandt, Hogarth and the Glasgow 
School of Painters. 

Professor Baldwin Brown was a member of the Cockburn 
Association, and played an active part in guarding the amen- 
ities of Edinburgh. He was also a Fellow of the British Academy 
and an Honorary member of the Royal Scottish Academy, the 
Finnish Archeological Society and the Yorkshire Philosophical 
Society. At all times he showed himself keenly interested in the 
work of the R.I.B.A. and was a frequent contributor to our 
Journal, his last contribution being a review last year of Mr. 
A. W. Clapham’s English Romanesque Architecture before the 
Conquest. On four occasions he read sessional papers to the 
Institute, the first, on the Origins of Roman Imperial Architec- 


ture, being in 1885. 


LADY FLETCHER 
We offer our sympathy to Sir Banister Fletcher,P-P.R.I.B.A., 
on the death of Lady Fletcher, which occurred on Sunday, 
> July. Lady Fletcher, who was married to Sir Banister in 
1914, was the daughter of Mr. Edward Bretherton, and widow 


of Sir John Bamford-Slack. 


WILLIAM EDWARD POTTS [41] 


William Edward Potts, who died very suddenly in April, was 
trained in the office of his father (the late Edward Potts. F.R.I.B.A.). 
and afterwards was for a time with Sir John Sulman. In 1890 he 
became an Associate of the Institute, and shortly afterwards went 
into partnership with his father. At the time of his death he was in 
partnership with Mr. A. W. Hennings in Manchester. 

Mr. Potts had many activities outside his’ profession. He was ior 
many years a J.P., and at one time was Chairman of the Poulton-le- 
Fylde Urban District Council. 


ALBERT BYE [Z.] 


Mr. Albert Bye, one of the best known architects in West Brom- 
wich, died at his home, Charlemont Cottage, on Saturday, 5 June, 
after being in ill-health fer some months. 

Mr. Bye had practised as an architect for 20 years. A West Brom- 
wich man, he was for many years with the well-known firm of Wood 
and Kendrick, but subsequently launched out on his own account, 
and built up a very substantial business. 

During his business career he planned and supervised the erection 
of a large number of billiard halls in various parts of the country. 

His last public appearance was in December last at the foundation 
stone laying of the new Congregational Church at Great Barr, for 
which he was architect. 

He was architect also for the new Priory Estate Schools at Dudley, 
f 


at present in course o “erection. 
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Correspondence 


CIVIL ENGINEERING AND ART 
37 Duke Street, 
Oxford Stree ‘ 
London, W.1. 
19 July 1932. 
To the Editor, JOURNAL R.1I.B.A., 

DEAR Sir,—I read with great interest the symposium 
on “Art and the People.’’ May I say that I think Mr. 
Goodhart-Rendel has (undesignedly, I am sure) written 
about Civil Engineering in a way that no civil engineer 
can accept. 

No one is more qualified to say what the scope and 
function of architecture is than an architect. May I sug- 
gest that civil engineers may not unfairly be entitled to an 
opinion as to what civil engineering is. 

Mr. Goodhart-Rendel says: ‘‘Civil engineering is an 
old-fashioned term, ill replaced by its awkward modern 
equivalent, functionalistic architecture.’ 1 agree entirely. 
Why replace it? Is there any need for a “*modern equiva- 
lent’? Mr. Goodhart-Rendel then proceeds as follows: 

“Civil engineering (which, by the way, can seldom be 
got in its integrity from civil engineers) is, in my inter- 
pretation, building that has nowhere been shaped by 
wsthetic choice. Directly a designer chooses on esthetic 
grounds between two or more equally practical possi- 
bilities, his production ranks as architecture; it remains 
engineering only so long as no such occasion has arisen. 

‘Directly a designer, wishing his design to appear 
strong, seeks consciously among equally strong forms for 
the form that looks the strongest, he is acting as an artist. 

“I suppose that the logical functionalist, bound by his 
creed to refrain from any such search, must deny that 
there ever can be several ways of doing a thing that are 
equally practical, he must hold that there is always a best 
way without regard to appearances. Nothing goes to 
show that this is true, and the extreme variety of the solu- 
tions found for identical problems by professed func- 
tionalists goes a long way towards showing that it is not. 

“Supposing, however, that functionalistic architec- 
ture, or pure civil engineering, call it which you will, did 
prove to be capable of directing any but the simplest 
man’s building activities, I doubt that man could long be 
satisfied by it. 

“Civil engineering is what it is, but architecture tells 
what it is; civil engineering dumbly, and sometimes not 
visibly, satisfies its necessities, whereas architecture can 
expressly convey those necessities to the mind of the on- 
looker and display the means of their satisfaction. Civil 
engineering is the work of man the animal, and may be 
wonderful as a honeycomb or a beaver’s dam is won- 
derful; architecture is the work of the human spirit. You 
can graft upon architecture, as I have already suggested, 
those kindred works of the human spirit, sculpture and 
painting, and they will grow. You can stick sculpture 
and painting on to civil engineering and they always 


remain obviously stuck-on—unassimilated and 
place.” 

From this I conclude that while according to the 
author the function of an architect is to include choice 
based on both scientific and esthetic considerations, the 
sole function of the engineer is limited to the former 

In this case, of course, the civil engineer becomes some- 
thing so much lower than the architect that it would be 
folly to refer any longer to them as sister professions. 

Mr. Goodhart-Rendel recognises that this is the lovical 
development of his thesis, when he says:‘‘Civil engineer- 
ing is the work of man the animal, architecture is the 
work of the human spirit,” a paragraph which shows his 
fine appreciation of civil engineering. 

There are, however, in the world a good few things to 
which Mr. Goodhart-Rendel, in common with the rest 
of mankind, is indebted to ‘man the animal”’ (railways, 
motor cars, ships, bridges, to mention only a few), and 
many people (including architects) see beauty in the loco- 
motives, aeroplanes, cars, ships, etc., which ‘‘man the 
animal”’ has evolved. 

If architecture is the work of the human spirit, are we 
to understand that civil engineers are debarred from a 
share of “human spirit’? Surely all this is very ill-con- 
ceived. Civil engineering is defined in the charter of the 
Institution of Civil Engineers (who might be expected to 
have given some thought to it) as “‘the art of directing the 
great sources of Power in Nature for the use and conveni- 
ence of man.” 

I know of no obligation on civil engineers to renounce 
esthetic considerations where they arise, nor does a work 
of engineering become less good engineering if it is 
esthetically satisfactory. 

I should have thought all architects would have agreed 
that the contrary was true.—Yours faithfully, 

OscaR FABER. 


GUILDFORD CATHEDRAL 
73 St. Fames’s Street, 
S.W.1. 
27 July 1932. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.1.B.A.,— 

Sir,—The late March Phillipps in his books entitled Form and 
Colour, and The Works of Man, makes it quite clear that form 
is the language of the mind and Colour is the language of the 
emotions. The Sublime and Beautiful, by Edmund Burke, also 
shows how line and form suggest thoughts of a definite kind, 
through the association of ideas, such as the horizontalism ofa 
sunset, emphatically suggesting repose. We assume a horizontal 
position when we lie down to rest or sleep. The recollection of 
this causes one to wonder why the pinnacle and spire are 
studiously avoided by modern designers. 

Even that lovely Liverpool Cathedral by Sir Giles Gi!bert 
Scott; wherever a spire or a pinnacle might have enjoyed a 
lovely existence the Architect has stopped short and left the 
structure square at the top. 

Hatless heads and hatless houses are all following the same 
unspoken law. Why is it? The flash of lightning, the arrow 
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head, t!:e spire and the pointed arch, in fact, any angularity 
suggesis conflict and movement. In northern climes where 
nature has to struggle, the pointed arch and the spire prevail. 
In warm and humid climes the dome and the round arch pre- 
dominate. When people are struggling in mind or body, they 
are ap! to be angular. When they are prosperous they go for 
the round. Nearly all our games are played with balls. The 
Aldermanic Corporation is said to be round. There can be 
little doubt that angularity is associated with conflict and the 
circular and round with peace, plenty and prosperity. We need 
to know why among all the designs for the Guildford Cathedral, 
all of which are most interesting, there is not a pinnacle or 
spire to bless yourself with.— Your obedient servant, 

C. F. ANNESLEY Voysey [F.]. 

EXHIBITION OF WORKING DRAWINGS 
London County Council School of Building, 
Ferndale Road, Clapham, S.W.4. 
24 June 1932. 

To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A., 

Dear Sir,—May I congratulate the Institute on the recent 
exhibition of architects’ working drawings and progress photo- 
graphs? 

I recently took a party of some thirty students from this 
School to the exhibition, and was agreeably surprised at the 
keen interest and time spent by them in examining each of the 
exhibits, and at the intelligent criticism which was displayed 
regarding some of the constructional details. 

In my opinion these exhibitions are of great educational 
value and a refreshing change from the usual somewhat tiring 
displays of ‘‘pretty” projects. May we have more exhibitions of 
these “jobs of work.’’—Yours faithfully, 

NorMAN Keep [F.], 
Head of Evening Building Dept. 
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LIFTING OF FLOOR TILING 
Municipal Offices, 
Johannesburg, 
14 June 1932. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A., 

Dear Sir,—Under the Building Research Bureau Notes 
30 April 1932, Item 94, there is an enquiry from an architect 
regarding lifting of floor tiling from the concrete base, and the 
answer is very informative. I have had a great deal of experi- 
ence of this trouble in the tile floors of large open-air swim- 
ming baths, having had to deal with the design and supervision 
of construction of some ten baths of pool areas from 50 by 100 
feet to 100 by 150 feet. We tried cement mixed for hours, with 
a little better result than fresh cement mortar, but eventually 
found the only solution by setting the tiles in hot Spraymex 
penetration 100. This material is bitumen. The bitumen oozes 
slightly through the joints and has to be cleaned off after the 
setting is hard, after which there is no trouble either from ooze 
or lifting. The adoption of this practice has settled a trouble of 
considerable magnitude. No doubt the slight slip of bitumen 
between the tile edges has proved the solution, as there is 
always a slight “‘give”’ in a bitumen, which has a high penetra- 
tion, i.e., a bitumen which does not set too hard in cold 
weather, which would be the case with a low penetration like 30 
or 40. In Great Britain it might be advisable to try a higher 
penetration than 100, owing to lower temperature. 

When cement is used it sets hard between the tile edges. and 
all the tiles form one mass, whereas with the softer bitumen each 
tile is isolated and does not press its neighbours. 

The bitumen colour in the joints is no detriment ; it is hardly 
noticeable.—I am, etc., 

E. H. Wavucu [4.], 


City Engineer, Johannesburg. 


Notes 


MEMORIAL TO SIR ASTON WEBB 
UNVEILING IN St. PAuL’s CATHEDRAL BY 
SrrR WitiiAmM LLEWELLYN, P.R.A. 


On Friday, 29 July, Sir William Llewellyn, P.R.A., unveiled 
a memorial to Sir Aston Webb in the crypt of St. Paul’s 
Cathedral. The tablet, which consists of the head of Sir Aston 
Webb in relief. has been carved by Mr. William Mc Millan, 
A.R.A., and is placed above the memorial to Sir Frank Dicksee, 
who followed Sir Aston as President of the Royal Academy. 
The Dean of St. Paul’s conducted a simple service before the 
memorial, and Sir William Llewellyn, in unveiling the tablet, 
said that all would agree that no man had more worthily 
proved himself entitled to this great and lasting honour. He 
referred to his architectural works, saying that he had been, 
perhaps, the most prominent architect of his time. His greatest 
interests, said Sir William, were centred in London, where 
were his greatest buildings. The Admiralty Arch, the new front 
to Buckingham Palace, the surroundings of the Victoria 
Memorial, the Victoria and Albert Museum. He always had 
the well-being of London in his thoughts and had taken his 
share in the great schemes for the rebuilding of central London. 
Three things especially he sought for, a smokeless London, a 
central authority with power to decide on the course of road 
and tramways, and a great development plan. He, Sir William 


Llewellyn, had always found Sir Aston a man of honour, de- 


spising insincerity, trustworthy, straightforward and_ business- 
like, generous and of a great geniality which endeared him to 
all. 

By no means the least of his activities was the interest he 
took in the preservation of St. Paul’s, and he was chairman of 
the commission appointed to examine the Cathedral fabric; he 
proved that no better man could have been chosen for the 
position. In conclusion, Sir William Llewellyn said: ‘‘As a 
tribuie of admiration, gratitude and great regard, we give into 
the keeping of the Dean and Chapter this memorial, and re- 


joice that his name is recorded here with those of many artists 


of the past, on the walls of this sacred building which he loved 
so well.” 
ROYAL FINE ART COMMISSION 
The King has appointed Mr. Arthur Joseph Davis [F.] to be 
a Member of the Royal Fine Art Commission in succession to 
Sir Giles Gilbert Scott, R.A, who has retired on completion 
of his term of office. 


SIR HERBERT BAKER, R.A. 
Sir Herbert Baker, K.C.I.E., A.R.A. [F.], has been elected 


an Honorary Fellow of Downing College. He has recently 
completed some additions to the college. 
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FRANCO-BRITISH UNION OF ARCHITECTS 

On Thursday, 14 July 1932, the President, Sir Raymond 
Unwin, and Lady Unwin held an informal reception at the 
R.I.B.A. to welcome a number of distinguished French archi- 
tects who are visiting London in connection with the twelfth 
annual meeting of the Franco-British Union of Architects 

Among the guests attending the reception were the Earl of 
Crawford and Balcarres, K.T., M. A. Defrasse, Président de la 
Société Centrale des Architectes Francais, a1 Madame 
Defrasse, and many members of the profession in France and 
this country. During the evening Miss Jessie Hall played on 
the piano, and in the Library there was arranged an exhibition 
of books and drawings from the R.I.B.A. collection 

On the following night, 15 July, t R.I.B.A. Council 
Dinner Club entertained the members of the Union at a special 
dinner at the Burlington Hotel. The President w 
chair, and in addition to the members of the Union and 
members of the Dinner Club, the company included the Ear! of 
Crawford and Balcarres, K.T., Sir Edward Crowe, K.C.M.G.., 
Controller-General of the Department of Overseas Trade, and 
Brigadier-General E. L. Spears, M.P. 


as in the 


THE TERCENTENARY OF WREN 
The Tercentenary of Sir Christopher Wren is to be cele- 
brated at St. Paul’s Cathedral by a special service at 4 p.m. on 
Thursday October 20, the day of his birth. We hope to make a 
further announcement later. 
In anticipation of this event, Mr. Murray has just prepared a 


shilling edition of Canon Alexander’s book on The Safety of St. 
Paul’s, the second edition of which, appearit lI 930 al the 
time of the reopening of the Cathedral, was 1 ( 1 at length 
in these columns. All the illustrations and t} xperts’ reports 


are included in the new issue. 


BUILDING TRADES EXHIBITION AT OLYMPIA, 
SEPTEMBER 1932 
At the Building ‘Trades Exhibitior Olvmp S 
will be a Section devoted to Houstn« \ [ ~ ] 
Will any Member of the Roval lh 


following: 


1. Old plans illustratin tI I = 
Planning, 
2. Drawings or photographs 
Fown Improvements, o1 
The need of I n Pla 
Foreign exam] H 
please communi th M Joc 
( Wid 


as early as possible, giving part 


able for Exhibition purposes. 


THE IMPORTATION OF DRAWINGS AND WORKS OI! 


AR] 

\ recent Order made by the Treasur dding further articles 
to the Free List under the Import Duties Act, includes 
paintings and drawings as articles to be admitted to the coun- 
try free of duty. All works of art produced more than 100 years 
before the date of importation were previously admitted free 

It has been found impracticable to d lefinition 
for Customs purposes of “works of art,”’ and the Ad Committee 
have dealt with the matter by recommending the exemption of (1 
certain clearly definable works of art, even when imported for private 


exhibition or for sale; and (2) all objects of whatsoever kind con- 
signed as exhibits or specimens to any approved gallery or museum or 
other similar institution. Printed books and music are already in- 


cluded in the Free List, and the Committee feel that there is good 
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ground for adding paintings and drawings. The exemption. it js 
pointed out, will cover the work of British artists and studeni. who 
travel abroad and send back their own pictures or bring back | jate- 
rial for pictures in the form of sketches. 


CRICKET MATCH BETWEEN THE R.I.B.A. AND 
THE A.A. 
Chis annual match was played at Elstree on 7 July. The 


game was interrupted by showers and ended in a most int rest- 
ing draw, the A.A. at the close requiring 14 runs to win with 
one wicket in hand. Vhe A.A. Students’ Club most kindly 
entertained the R.I.B.A. team at lunch and tea. The scor+ was 
as follows: 
R.I.B.A. 

\. S. Knott, c Kwan, b Tripe 

S. E. T. Cusdin, c Tripe, b Kwan 

G. R. Linfield, b Tripe re 

E. J. T. Lutyens, b Tripe aS 

E. G. Allen, c Hamlin, b Tibbits 

P. A. Robson, b Tibbits 

L. R. Hiscock, b Tripe 


H. Pakington, not out 


R. H. A. Squire, b Kwan a yo i 6 
F. Napolitano, b Tripe is sin a 5 if 
S. B. Caulfield, b Dowling 
Extras 2 
Total .. 162 
A.A, 
W. H. Kwan, b Robson , ig or. II 


M. W. Haigh, c Napolitano, b Robson 
R. P. Hamlin, b Robson 
W. P. Dyson, b Caulfield 








B. J. Burroughes, b Linfield .. - " 
\. C. Tripe, c Pakington, b Caulfield 
I libbits, lbw b Robson a — ‘ e% 24 
J. Jones, st Napolitano, b Caulfield .. — ist I 
H. Waddington, c Squire, b Caulfield ; 
E. Dowling, not out 
J. Orpen, not out 
Ext s I 
Potal (g wickets — 14! 
THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
June 1932 
I R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination qualifving for ele 
St R.I.B.A. was held in London, Hull, Manchester, New- 
I Plymouth, Belfast and Edinburgh, from 
| 
Of the 232 candidates examined, 100 passed and 132 were 1 
Phe successful candidates are as follows: 
\ | 1 Douglas Cartlidge, Thomas. 
\kerovd, George Francis Charles, Gordon Victor. 
Edward Clark, Herbert Henry. 
Allen, Edgar. Cole, Charles Alan Crozier. 
\llport, Charles Henry William. Collyer, Charles Edwin. 
\rkcoll, Percy Bradwell. Cook, Claude Oliver James 
Baker, Leslie Wreford. Cooper, Lawrence William Alex- 
Beaumont, Harold Cameron. ander. 
Beech, George Henry. Coster, Cecil Wallace. 
Belford, James MacLean. Crane, Edward Ray. 
Bennett, Harry. Cutting, William George. 


Biggs, William James. Dacombe, Henry John. 
Boucher, Cyril Thomas Good- Dakin, John William Trevor. 
man. Dannatt, Anthony Richard. 
Brown, Norman. Davison, Norman Francis. 

Byne, Arthur Cecil. Day, Frank. 
Caldwell, Ian. Dean, Robert Stanley. 
Calvert, Eric. Dodson, Stanley Edward. 
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Elli \rthur Charles. Nicholls, John. 

Firth. tlarold. Payne, Gilbert Douglas. 
Fletch r, Norman. Payne, Thomas. 

Ful Maurice. Pickering, Joseph William. 
Gardiacr, Harold Stanley. Pinfold, Cyril George. 


Albert William. Pite, Hugh Stanley. 

, Brian. Pollard, George Walter. 

Harry Norman. Prince, Arthur. 
Richard Robert Reavell, Mary Procter. 





Crosby. Richardson, John Clifford. 
Heathcote, John Stanley. Riches, Robert. 
Heslop. John Lowes. Roftey, Philip Alwyn Wheldal. 
Hev Alfred William Robert. Scates, Laurence Sidney. 
Hicks, Edward CharlesColeman — Scott, Lewis George. 
Hodges, Leslie James. Siddall, George. 
Ho n, Alan Hew. Stewart, Ronald Alexander. 
Hu hrey, Ernest. Stobart, Fred. 
Hurst. James Sutton, Allan. 


Vaberner, Edgar. 

laylor, John. 

I homson, Walter Roy. 
TPornbohm, Eric Anthony. 
Pownsend, Douglas Charles. 
Townsend, Geoffrey Paulson. 
Volonterio, Louis Rigola. 
Vowels, Cyril Edgar. 


| 1, Frank. 

Jones. Roy Morris. 

Lane, Eric Alfred Jack. 

L: n. Geoffrey Forsyth. 
Lazenby, Arthur. 

| er, Allan William. 
Lindars, Leslie William. 

Lox K Leonard Frederick Wil- 


liam. Wakeford, Henry Kenneth. 
Lockton, Ernest Herbert. Walker, Philip Broadbent. 
Macaree, Henry Charles. Ward, Ronald. 
Ma . Dennis George. Watt, James Sinclair. 


West, Frank George. 
Wilcox, Clement Joseph. 
Wilkinson, Colin James. 
Woodward, Frank Geoffrey. 


Martin, Hubert Henry. 
Maynard, Kathleen Irene. 
Meénage, Frederick Charles. 
Mort, Ralph. 

Murphy, Hugh Gregory. 


NOTES FROM ‘THE MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL, 
13 JUNE AND 4 JULY. 


13 June 1932 
luk EVENING SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, ‘THE NORTHERN 
POLYTECHNIC. 
On the recommendation of the Board of Architectural Education 
vas decided that the five years’ evening course at the Northern 
Polytechnic School of Architecture be recognised for exemption from 
the R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination subject to the condition that 
tudents must have completed not less than three years’ training in an 
ect’s office before they are eligible for such exemption. 





Poe Crry or Oxrorp ScHoot or ARTS AND CRAFTS. 


On the recommendation of the Board of Architectural Education 

s decided that permission be given to the Department of Archi- 

tecture of the Citv of Oxford School of Arts and Crafts to submit 

ol drawings in lieu of R.I.B.A. Intermediate E=o. ication 
Testimonies of Study. 


Tours oF Prize WINNERS. 

The Board reported that they had approved the works executed on 
their tours by the following prizewinners: 

1. The Owen Jones Studentship, 1930: Miss K. A. Veitch [4.] 

2. Vhe Godwin and Wimperis Bursary, 1931: Mr. Graham R. 
Dawbarn [F.]. 

Vhe Henry Saxon Snell Prize, 1930: Mr. K. H. Read [4.| 
}. [he Henry Saxon Snell Prize, 1931, Mr. Herbert Jackson [.]. 
5. The Soane Medallion, 1g20: Mr. A. G. Shoosmith | -4.]. 


R.I.B.A. New Premises. 
Line following members were appointed to serve on the New Build- 
ing Committee: 
Mr. H. T. Buckland, 
Mr. L. Sylvester Sullivan, 
Mr. Maurice E. Webb, 
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Mr. Sydney Kitson (Hon. Secretary R.I.B.A.), 
Lt.-Col. P. A. Hopkins (Chairman of the Finance and Science 
Committees), 


and the Chairmen of the Art, Literature and Practice Standing 


Committees. 


THE AssOCIATION FOR THE PRESERVATION OF RURAL SCOTLAND. 


It was agreed to make a grant of £5 5s. to the Association for th« 
Preservation of Rural Scotland for the year 1932. 


THE CouNciL roR THE PRESERVATION OF RURAL WALEs. 
It was agreed to make a grant of £3 3s. to the Council for the 
Preservation of Rural Wales for the year 19 


32. 
MEMBERSHIP. 
Che following members were elected: 
\s Hon. Corresponding Members 2. 
As Fellows, 4. 
As Associates, 3. 
As Licentiates, 15. 
Electi July 1932.—Applications for membership were 
ipproved as follows: 
\s Hon. Associate, 1 application. 
\s Hon. Corresponding Member, 1 application. 
As Fellows, 4 applications. 
\s Associates, 12 applications. 
\s Licentiates, 17 applications. 
Resignations.—TVhe following resignations were accepted with 
Edward Beckitt Lamb [F.]. 
Maior Edwin Summerhayes [/.]. 
Walter Williamson [F.]. 
Thomas Younger Lusk |[.-1.]. 
Henry Nowill [Z.]. 
Frank Ward [Z.]. 
James Jackson Wilson [Z.]. 
Transfer to the Retired Members Class. —The following members were 
transferred to the Retired Members Class: 


As Retired Associates. 
Walter Ernest Dobson, 
Arthur Stedman 
Sir Edgar Thomas Ainger Wigram, Bart. 
l'dgar Wood. 





1932. 
Tue Dearn or LApy FLETCHER. 
\n expression of the sincere sympathy of the Council was conveyed 
to Sir Banister Fletcher on the great loss he had sustained hy the 
death of Lady Fletcher. 


British ARCHITECTS’ CONFERENCE, MANCHESTER 


\ hearty vote of thanks was passed in favour of the President, 
Council and Members of the Manchester Society of Architects and 
: 


all who contributed to the success of the recent Conference at 
Manchester. 


SUGGESTED LIGHTING COMMITTEE COMPOSED OF ARCHITECTS AND 
REPRESENTATIVES OF THE ELECTRIC Lamp MANUFACTURERS’ 
\ssOCIATION OF GREAT BRITAIN. 
Che following members were appointed to represent the R.I.B.A. 

on this Committee: 

Mr. G. Grey Wornum [F.]. 

Mr. Howard Robertson [F.]. 

Mr. P. J. Waldram [Z.]. 


British WATERWORKS AssOCIATION: STANDING COMMITTEE ON WATER 
REGULATIONS. 

Mr. H. D. Searles-Wood [F.] and Major C. F. Skipper [/.] were 

re-appointed as the R.I.B.A. representatives on the Standing Com- 

mittee on Water Regulations of the British Waterworks Association. 
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R.I.B.A. Priz— FoR SCHOOLS OF ART AND |! INSTITUTIONS Election 24 October 1932.—Applications for membership wer 
Wit FAcILITIES FOR THE INSTRUCTION OF INTENDING ARCHITECTS. approved as follows:— 
On the recommendation of the Board of Architectural Education As I ellows, 2. 
it was decided to institute an annual prize of £5 in books to be \s Associates, 3. F ; 
competed for by the Schools of Art and Technical Ir tions listed Transfer to the Retired Members Class.—The following members wer 
in the R.IL.B.A. KALENDAR. transferred to the Retired Members Class:— 
tel { ™ low. 
THE CONSTITUTION OF THE EXECUTIVE CoMMITTI HE COUNCIL. As Retired Fell 
2 : Charles Belfield Bone. 
It was decided to appoint the Arcl itectural \ssociat yresenta- He estore Aecocinie: 
tive on the Council as a member of the Execut ( 


Richard Bassnett Preston. 
MEMBERSHIP. As Retired Licentiates. 
The following members were elected: Charles Reuben Bayley. 

As Hon. Associate, 1. Frederic Graham Price. 

\s Hon. Corresponding Met ! Resignations—The following resignation 
As Fellows, 5. regret 

As Associates, 12. Edward Hall Gandy [-1.]. 
As Licentiates, 17. Arthur Henry Hallam iL. |. 


v7 


were acceptle 


Membership Lists 


APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP Lowes: WALTER Epwarpb [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 








ELECTION: 24 OCTOBER 193 tural Association, Exempted from Final Examination The 
In accordance with the terms of Bve-laws nd I. an Homes, Hextable, Swanley, Kent. Proposed DY Howard 
as . . 1 , Robertson, V. O. Rees and H. Austen Hall. 
election of candidates for membership will tal lace al I i ip i , | 
: : | HOMS iO S assed five “ars yurse ¢ ie Glasgoy 
Council Meeting to be he Id on Mondav. 24 Oct aie 29 The TH I H MA Hiwt | eC ive yeal courst at Yt g 
alii 5 ak ru lid School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination. 
names and ¢ ‘Sse 1 didates, witl ‘ ; 
eis Noah ce Seg ase ie ai taal “4 Benvil, Invergowrie. Dundee. Proposed by P. H. Thoms, 
proposers, found by the Council to pe Cis u C} G. Soutar and Wm. Salmond. 
in accordance with the Charter and Bye-laws, herewitl AS LICENTIATES (23 
published for the information of m pat Noti Brice: VERNON RICHARD, Ashby Road. Moira, Nr. Burton-on- [ rent: 
tion or other communication respecting them must be sent to The Limes,”’ Moira. Proposed by Thomas Jenkins and T. H 
the Secretary R.I.B.A., not later than Tuesda 6 August Thorpe, and applying for nomination by the Council under u 
1932. provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 
:, sROW ECIL, 23 Knightrider Street, Doctors iia NE ik 
\S HON. FELLOW i w: Ci IL, 23 Knightrider ireet, Doctor Comm ; { 
R Hist : \ \ Magdalen Road, S.W.18. Proposed by Alex. G. Bond, Su 
I : Ss q I UK oO OHN N \ the 
saved see iil idon H “gta , Fs J p H Mervyn Ed. Macartney and Matthew J. Dawson. 
NERS, l m ull, ‘rDyshu rop Lt | 


CHESTER: GEORGE STANLEY, *Tilehurst,”’ Edge End Road, Broad- 
AS FELLOWS (3 stairs. Proposed by John Murray, Edgar Ranger and ¢ 
The following Licentiate ho | 1 fyit F. Arnold Perren. 











Examination: Davies: Joun Haycock, 33 Mackintosh Road, Pontypridd. Pro- 
JArFRAY: FRANCIS ANDREW OLDACRE, Partridge B Spek posed by Arthur G. Lynham and the President, on behalf ot 
Avenue, Salisbury, 5. Rhodesia I ngst \ Salis- the Council, of the South Wales Institute of Architects under 
bury. Proposed by J. A. Cope-Christie, D MacGilli the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a 
and Captain J. R. Hobson Davis: WittiAM Wixwoop, Parliament Mansions, Victoria Stre 
\nd the following Licentiates who ar nder S I\ S.W.1; The Haven, 12 Lime Tree Road, Lampton, Middlesex. 
Clause 4 ¢ (i1) of the Supplemental Charter of 19 Proposed by F. Hall-Jones, F. A. Powell, James S. Gibson and 
seLL: GEORGE JAMEs, Central Chambers, W Ss . West And. N. Prentice 
Hartlepool: yo Ashgro \ve \ Hat ’rop i Hexry: Witttam Hicarns, Education Offices, Dunoon, Argyll: Bal- 
by R. Ridley Kitching, Thos. W. T. Ricl ae van Lodge, Alexander Street, Dunoon. Applying for nomina- 
Burton. ion by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 
Eviior: NorMAN, County Hall, 5.1 2 Kensingt Park Gardens, HopGson: REGINALD, 22 Ship Street, Brighton: The Hayes, Ha 
W.11. Proposed by E. Stanley Hall, Sir I ( nd Sit socks. Sussex. Proposed by Archibald J. McLean and the Pre- 
John J. Burnet sident and Hon. Secretary of the South-Eastern Society 
AS ASSOCIATES \rchitects under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a 
Hart: Davin Porson [Passed five year I s | wis: Vicror, c/o H. Marcus Brown, Esq., 45 Queen Strect, Wol- 
Architecture, Robert Gordon's Colleges, Abe1 Exempted rhampton; 54 Tettenhall Road, Wolverhampton. Applying 
from Final Examination.] Woodcot, 5 Kineardin for nomination by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 
shire. Proposed by R. Lesl Roll R yt. | \\ | | I a fal 
B. Nicol. McNett: James Tyre, c'o Messrs. Stark and McNeill, Penang 
KxiGut: Cyrtt ATLEE [Passed fi 7 ( Bartlet The Cromlech, Sandbank, Scotland. Proposed by William 
School of Architecture, London U1 rsi pted fror Smith, T. Harold Hughes and David B. Hutton. 
Final Examination.] 93 Mortimer St: \\ Prop 1 b M EY: Crirrorp, c/o The Yorkshire Penny Bank, Infirmar 
Sydney Tatchell, Paul Phipps and Geoffrey C. W I Street, Leeds: g Sunny Mount, Keighley, Yorkshire. Pro 
Lock: Ceci. Max [Passed five irs’ cour { \r ! G. H. Foggitt, Major F. W. Moore and B. R. Gribbon. 
\ssociation. Exempted from) Fir Ex I Queen's Minsurn: Epwiy, 134 Fenchurch Street, E.C.3: 203 Norwood Roi 
Walk, Cassiobury, Watford. Propos H rd Robe m, S.E.24. Applying for nomination by the Council under the pt 


Verner O. Rees and G. Grey W 


ns of Bye-law 3 
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PAL : Epwix, Box 272, Salisbury, S. Rhodesia. Proposed by 

|). MacGillivray, W. D’Arcy Cathcart, and the Vice-President, 

vehalf of the Council, of the Institute of Southern Rhodesian 
\rchitects under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

\ LioneEL, 16 Darlington Street, Wolverhampton: 49 Avon- 

Road, Wolverhampton. Proposed by John B. Surman, 


\ H. Bidlake and A. C. Bunch. 





Rot : Joun Epwarp Bort tr, P.A.S.I., St. Nicholas House, West 
\lills. Newbury; Burghclere, Newbury. Proposed by F. H. 
Flovd, and applying for nomination by the Council under the 

wisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Sco Joun Martiier, Architect’s Department. City Chambers, 
|.dinburgh: 17 Gladstone Terrace, Edinburgh. Proposed by 
Jolin Wilson, and applying for nomination by the Council under 

provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 
SI! rs: GRANVILLE F., 152 Meads Lane, Seven Kings, Essex: 110 


Fenchurch Street, E.C. Applying for nomination by the Coun- 

| under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Suir: ArTHUR FRANKLIN, Town Hall, Fulham: 129 Hamilton 
\venue, Tolworth, Surrey. Proposed by A. H. Moberly, J. 
\lan Slater and Arthur C. Martin. 

Srew art: HAROLD FREDERICK, 40 St. Andrews Avenue, Wembley, 
Middlesex. Proposed by A. Ernest Shennan, George Drysdale 

nd S. Pointon ‘Taylor. 

PURNER: SYDNEY Roperr, Amberley House, Norfolk Street, Strand. 
W.C.: “Rosegarth,” West Drive, Cheam, Surrey. Proposed by 
G. Reginald Farrow, H. Lidbetter and Gerald Warren. 

[ypeMAN: ARTHUR EpGar, F.S.I., c’o Messrs. Rendel, Palmer and 
fritton, 55 Broadway, S.W.1: 43a Gauden Road, Clapham. 
S.W.4. Proposed by Geo. W. Grey, Chas. J. Mole and Col. 
Stanley H. Fisher. 

WarperR: RicHarD OLIver, Pitmaston, Moseley. Birmingham: 
Harlesmere, Earlswood, Birmingham. Proposed by Philip B. 
Chatwin, Holland W. Hobbiss and Geo. E. Pepper. 

Werry: ARTHUR Ropert, 6 Pump Court, Temple, E.C.; 52 Crom- 
well Road. S.W.: Rodney Court, Sandgate. Proposed by H. B. 
Creswell, Howard Robertson and Oswald P. Milne. 

Younc: Artuur, District Building Surveyor, Liverpool Corporatic n, 
Liverpool: 34 Bundoran Road, Aigburth, Liverpool. Proposed 
by Gilbert Fraser, D. A. Beveridge and F. B. Hobbs. 


ELECTION OF STUDENTS R.I.B.A. 

The following were elected as Students R.I.B.A. at the 
meeting of the Council held on 4 July 1932. 
\sporr: Harry Vicror, 75 Chinbrook Road, Lee. S.E.12. 
BARTON: ‘THOMAS WILLIAM, Wayside, Seaford, Sussex. 
Curry: KENNETH EpGAr, 21 Glenmore Road, Belsize Park, London, 

N.W.3. 
Hatt: Davip Potson, Woodcot, Stonehaven. 
MARTIN: RoBERT HENRY, 5 Broadway, Beckenham, Kent. 
Morris: ALFRED SIDNEY, 76 Westbere Road, W. Hampstead. 
Morton: RoBERT STEVENSON, 33 Mortonhall Road, Edinburgh. 
LA SALLE: VIVIAN NEIL, 41 Glendale Avenue, Edgware, Middlesex. 
STEWART: Ceci, GRAHAM, Rockville, Barnhill, Perth. 
Vincent: HAroip JoHnson, 11 Ince Avenue, Litherland, Liverpool. 
WappincTon: HERBERT, 14 Edith’s View, Sowerby Bridge. 
WaLLAce: ALASTAIR FREw, Solsgirth, Kirkintilloch. 
Wricitr: EvELINE May, 44 Palace Grove, Bromley, Kent. 
Wy son: Joun Duncan, 1 Fawcett Street, London, S.W.10. 


The following were elected as Students R.I.B.A. at the meet- 
ing of the Council held on 18 July 1932 : 


AbAM: JoHN DouGias, Knox Manse, Arbroath, Angus. 

\KeEROYD: GEORGE FrANcIs Epwarp, 9 Turner Avenue, Lidget 
Green, Bradford. 

ALLEN, EpGar, 12 Wardle Street, Bolton. 

\LLEN: FREDERIC GLENLYN, 18 Heathfield Place, Cardiff. 

ALLEYN: Justin Henry, Highlands, Shiplake, Oxfordshire. 

ALLPoRT: CHARLES HENRY WILLIAM, “‘Dinard,’’ Old Chester Road, 
Sutton Coldfield, Staffs. 
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ARKCOLL: Percy BRADWELL, “*Englesea,’’ Lawton Road, Alsager, 
Cheshire. 

Baker: Lestie WREFORD, 115 London Road, Headington, Oxford’ 

BARTON: ALFRED JOHN GEORGE, 45 Lawford Road, London, N.W.5. 

BEAUMONT: HAROLD CAMERON, 1 Waverley Terrace, Marsh, Hud- 
dersfield. 

BeecH: GeorGE Henry, 173 The Avenue, Tottenham, N.17. 

BELFORD: JAMES MACLEAN, 40 Savile Road, Methley, Nr. Leeds. 

BENNETT: Harry, 2 St. Swithin’s Terrace, Canon Street, Winches- 
ter, Hants. 

Biccs, WILLIAM JAMEs, 170 The Drive, Ilford, Essex. 

BoucHEr: Cyrit THomas GoopMAN, “Orchard Cottage,” Clay Lane, 
Coventry. 

3RAMLEY-TAYLOR: PETER, Hemsworth Lane Ends, Nr. Pontefract. 

Brown: NorMAN, Park Lodge, Clevedon, Somerset. 


Burrrick: WILFRED THOMAs, 47 Oswald Road, Scunthorpe, Lincs. 
Byne: ArtTHUR CeciL, “Balnakeilly,” Brighton Road, Lancing, 
Sussex. 


CaLpwELt: Ian, Toc H. Mark VII, 15 Fitzroy Square, London, W.1. 

CALVERT: Eric, *“*Ravenhurst,”” Hopwood, Heywood, Lancs. 

CarTLipGE: THomas, c 0 48 Devonshire Road, Smethwick, Statts. 

CHarRLEs: Gorpon Vicror, “Charlemont,” Military Road, Sand- 
gate, Kent. 

Crark: Hersert Henry, 138 Topsham Road, Upper Tooting, 
London, S.W.17. 

Coe: CHARLES ALAN CROZIER, 35. Belvedere, Bath, Somerset. 

COLLYER: CHARLES Epwin, 21 Andover Road, Twickenham, Mid- 
dlesex. 

Cook: CLaupE OLiverR James, 16 Loder Road, Preston Park, 
Brighton. 

Cooper: LAWRENCE WILLIAM ALEXANDER, 6 St. Paul’s Road, 
Leicester. 

Coster: Ceci WALLACE, 56 Beddington Gardens, Wallington, 
Surrey. 

Cow1n: DouGLas Maurice, Liverpool School of Architecture, Uni- 
versity of Liverpool, Liverpool. 

Crane: Epwarp Ray, Summerfield, Norwich Road, Dereham, Nor- 
folk. 

Currinc: Wittram GEeorGE, 90 Moseley Street, Southend-on-Sea, 
Essex. 

DacomBe: HENRY JOHN, 4 Ravine Road, Boscombe, Bournemouth. 

DaAkIN: JoHN WiLLiAM Trevor, The Manse, Hallgate, Cottingham, 
East Yorkshire. 

Dannatr: AnrHony RicHarb, The Orchards, Great Waltham, 
Chelmsford. 

Davison: NorRMAN Francis, 3 Amherst Avenue, West Ealing, 
London, W.13. 

Day: FRANK, 20 Albemarle Road, Bournemouth. 

Dean: ROBERT STANLEY, 34 Congleton Road, Sandbach, Cheshire. 


Dopson: STANLEY Epwarb, 15 Queen Street, Peterborough. 


Evuiorr: ArTHUR CHARLES, 51 Hollingbury Road, Brighton, 
Sussex. 


E.vANs: JOHN Epwarp, 29 Gower Street, London, W.C.1. 


FARRAR: EpGar, 5 Gourley Road. Edge Lane Drive, Liverpool. 
FirtH: HAROLD, 93 Beech Street, Paddock, Huddersfield. 
FLETCHER: NoRMAN, “Cranford,’’ Reedyford, Nelson, Lancs. 
FULLER: Mavrice, **Dewlands,” 1 Watling Street, Dartford. 


GARDINER: Harotp STANLEY, Architectural Section, City Engi- 
neer’s Department, The Guildhall, Portsmouth. 

Gaunt: ALBERT WILLIAM, 54 South Parade, Pudsey. Leeds, Yorks. 

GRACE: JOHN GREENFIELD, 14 Acacia Road, London, N.W.8. 

GrirFitH: WititAM ALEXANDER, Greenane, ‘Temple Road, 
Dublin, S.2. 

Hackett: Brian, 22 Grafton Road, West Bromwich. 

Haines: Harry Norman, 29g Woodnook Road, Streatham Park, 
London, S.W.16. 

HaALAHAN: RicHARD Ropert Crossy, Little Croft, Chiddingfold, 
Surrey. 

HEATHCOTE: JOHN STANLEY, 37 Millicent Road, West Bridgford, 
Notts. 
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Hers.op: JoHN Lowes, 8 Rising Lane, Garden Suburbs, Oldhar 
Hewitt: ALFRED WILLIAM ROBERT, 1 Grierson R , London, 


. HARLES COLEMAN, 
yvmouth, Devon. 
Hopces: Leste JAmMrEs, 4 King Edward Garde \ Lond 
W.3. 
HopcGson: ALAN Hew, Sol 
HtuMPHREY: ERNeEst, 138 New Bridge R ,H 
Hurst! J AMES, 25 Woodland Ravine. S 








IRVINE: ALEXANDER Murpocnu, |] R I I Aberde 
shire. 

JAckson: FRANK, 13 Park Road, Bl 

Jones: Roy Morris, Romroy, Stone te R 

LANE: Eric ALFRED JACK, 63 The ( Nor I n, S.W.16 

LAwson: GEOFF! ForsytTH, El I H | ! 
Devon. 

LAZENBY: ARTHUR, 30 Cholmley S 

Lewis: Her R Joun Wt p 
Chepstow, Mon. 

LimMeR: ALLAN WiLttam, Holly Spr 

LInDARs: Leste WILLIAM, 74 Park R 

Lock: LEONARD FREDERICK WILL! ( 
London, S.\ 

Lockron: Ernesr HERrBER 1 R 


London, S.W 

MACAREE: HEN Cy . Se NAS S R 
London, L.2 

MapGe: Dennis GeorGe, 74 Spitalf : y : 

Martin: Hurerr Henry, 129 Mercers R ; p 
London, N.19. 


MAYNARD: KATHLEEN IRENE, 6 St rd ‘I 

MENAGE: FREDERICK ( \ | I 
Middlesex 

Mor RavpH, 378 Main R arr S 


Murpeuy: HuGH Gr =) | | 
Murray: Ma 11 D S 
NICHOLLS: JOHN, 56 Fellows Road, H 


Payne: GILBERT DouGLas, 57 I 
Payne: PHomas, 488 Norwich Re 
Pi = Pi. ‘ ' . ‘ 2 t 
ICKERING: JOSEPH Wittram, 88S i » 
INFOLD: CYR CsEOR( » Orn n R , 8) 


London, \W 
Pire: HUGHS 7 Lai 
POLLARD: GEOR WALTER, 71 Wenham |! S 

essex. 
PRINCE: ARTHI 

Doors 
ReEAKES: WILLIAM VININ¢ 








REAVELL: Mat 








y Py P yt 

Rick: ALWYN Epwarps, Westminster B 

RICHARDSON: JOHN CLIFFORD, QO Sx | ’ ~ \i : 
chester. 

Ricnes: Rope: »1 Dora Road. Wit Ane 

ROBERTS: GLYN, 3 Hayvmans Green, West D I 

Rorrey: Prime Atwyn WHELDAL, 46 Chat P 
Hill. S.W 

SANDER FREDERICK, 24 H I ( \\ 
Park, eX. 

ScATes: | E Stpney, 131 What ffe Gat St. J 
Wood, London, N.W.8 

Scort: Lewis GeEorGE, 9 Beckwith R , Her H l ion, 
S.E.24. 

SIDDALL: GEORGE, c 0 Borough Sut r’s Off Town Hall, 
Stockport 

SPEAKMAN: Harry GREENOUGH, “The Walt oie Lanca- 
shire. 


STEWART: RONALD ALEXANDER, 49 Spencer Street, 
SroBarr: Frep, 217 Brinkburn Road, Dar 
SUTTON: ALLAN, 31 Cheriton Square, London, S.W 
PABERNER: EDGAR, 49 Park Road, Wig 


INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 6 August 1932 
[ATTERSFIELD: ARTHUR, 26 King Street, Wakefield, Yorks. 
PAyLor: JOHN, Rose Hill House, Burnley. 
THOMAS: OWEN MANSFIELD, 18 West Cromwell Road, Ken 
S.W.5 
HOMSON: WALTER Roy, 6 Argyll Avenue, Gorseinon, Glam 
ID Perer, 121 Greenhead Street, Glasgow, S.E. 
oO uM: Eric ANTHONY, “*Linderna,’’ East Boldon, co. D in 
( nb: DouGias CHarces, “Bibury,’’ Bexton Road, Kx rd. 


VNSEND: GEOFFREY PAutson, 14 Trafalgar Road, ‘Twick 
WN Rospert Lesuir, 5 St. George’s Place, Canterbur 
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I 
1 
l 
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Ricota, c/o County Architect, The Cast 








\W 1estel 
Ve I Cyrit EpGar, Sutherland House, Westbourne (¢ 
Westcliff-on-Sea, Essex 
WaAK Henry Kenneru, 50 Woodlands, Golder’s ¢ 
London, N.W.1 
WALKER: Puitip BRoAbBENT, 65 Seabridge Road, Ne 
\\ Ro I 12. Denmark Road, NKingston-upon-1 
Surrey 
Warr: JA) ck Road, Wimbledon, $.W 
\\ | ! yatt Park Road, Streat 
! n.S. VW.2 


WHEELER: ALEXANDER WILLIAM JOHN Cox, ‘*Rockmount, 
yhraim Road, Tunbridge Wells. 
EMENT JOSEPH, 39 Aynsley Road, Shelton, St 


* Hunstanton, Norfi 
5.’ Methlev, Leeds. 


ive Drive, Golder’s G 


WILKINSON: COLIN JAMES, Lowe! Hor 
Woop: JouHN CHARLES SAVILE, “Ryec 
\\ WARD: FRA GreorrrEy, 3. I’ 














R.I.B.A. PROBATIONERS 


nonth of June 1932 the following were rez 





P mers of the Royal Institute: 
\ MAN: MInNA Vororio, g Rotherwick Road, Golders G 
YN 
\t I Wittiam, 465 Mather Avenue, Allerton, Liver 
BARNES: NORMAN Haro p, 24 Mansfield Road, Parkstone, D 
BipM 9: GrorGE ReGInaLp, 4 ‘Trenville Avenue, Stor | 
S il, Birmingham 


vick Manor, Corsham, Wil 
Aughton, Nr. Ormskirk 
bp, Garthy Hill, Cheadle, ¢ 








CARTEL ArTHUR Brian, “Aldeburgh,” Priests Lane, Sh 
i 
1) 1 JOAN ELIZABETH, 671 Borough Road, Birkenhead 
PAYA DIN: MonamMep, The Architectural Association, 34-3! 


lford uare, W.C.1. 
J rCHER: Davin, Atherton House, St. Mark’s Avenue, Salisbury 


Wi 
I LIONEL Brram, Brookside, Windle, Nr. St. Helens. 
Fo NELSON, 6 Monkhams Drive, Woodford Green, Essex. 
G <G: Dororuny EvizAsetu, 8 Somerset Road, Douglas, | { 
Ma 
G . Huserr RONALD, 137 Clive Road, Canton, Cardift 
GLEDHILL: CLEMENT VincENT, Green Lea, Linthwaite, Nr. Hud- 


Ci RD: THEODORE Davin, Oakdene, Allevn Park, W. Dulwi 

GREEN: HepLEY CHaARLEs, “Grafton House,’ Gloucester Street 

, Berks. 

“RY GILBERT FREDERICK, *““The Mount,” Bramhal 
Road, Waterloo, Liverpool. 

LAKE: SYDNEY GEoRGE, 20 Woburn Street, Ampthill, Beds. 

Luoyp: Mitprep Wuire, 18 Taviton Street, W.C.1. 

MALLORIE: JOHN TRINDER, Barham Rectory, Canterbury, Kent 

MILLER: KATHLEEN IsaBELLa, “Belmont,” Ellersley Road, Murray- 
field, Edinburgh. 








NeisH: JAMES SyMers, **Tillydrive,”’ 6 Bingham Terrace, Dund 
NortH: LIONEL CHARLES, New Inn, Morn Hill, Winchester, Hants. 
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Pacr; (GEORGE Gaze, 9 Eldon Avenue, Shirley, Croydon, Surrey. 

PATI KHURSHED ARDESHIR, 93 Hirii Mansion, Gorvalia Tank 
ad, Malbar Hill, Bombay, 6, India. 

parkick: PHomas Epwarp, 14 Dalkeith Road, Edinburgh. 7 

Perk’; NORMAN, C/O Railway Institute, East London, South Africa. 


Ral GH SHAw, 41 Lawton Road, Dundee. 
: \p: Pome Houcuton, ‘Meliden,” 47 High View, Pinner, 
11 idlesex. 7 
Ru ps: JoHN MELVILLE, Selwood Villa, Chapel Street, Belper, 
) rbyshire. . we = 
Sc Joun Matco.m, “‘Ivanhoe,”’ 79 Kingsgate, Bridlington. 
SEYMOUR! KENNETH JAMES Hype, 118 Princes Avenue, W.3. 
SHAw: JOHN BERNARD, Garth, Heswall, Cheshire. 
SHELISHEAR: DAvip Lioyp GrorGe, 34 Melbourne Avenue, West 
ling, W.13. 
SHEPHEARD: PETER FAULKNER, 13 South Bank, Oxton, Birkenhead, 
(Cheshire. ‘ " : , : 
Srupson: Wittram, ‘‘Whinfield,’ Ballymena, Co. Antrim, N. Ire- 
land. 
STICKLAND! RONALD Victor FRANK, 36 Ashdown Road, Worthing, 
Sussex. , 
S1 - GeoRGE RussELL, Laurel Bank, Whitehaven, Cumberland. 
Swerer: WALLACE Gorpon, Peerless Hotel, Tenby, 5. Wales. 
s NorMAN Perer, 6 Greenbank Road, Birkenhead, Cheshire. 
fHouas: OwEeN Mawnsriecp, 18 W. Cromwell Road, Kensington, 
S.W.5. 
Travis: Murier, * Birkdale Lodge,’ Lulworth Road, Southport, 
Lancs. 


Vervpon: Rorert BERNARD, * 
pool, Lancashire. 
Vickery: MAXWELL Epwarb, 50 Holland Street, Kensington, W.8. 


3rewery House,” Talbot Road, Black- 


Waxp: JoHN Freperick, 15 Winifred Avenue, Coventry, Warwick- 
shure. : 

WartANpb: ALAN WiLuiAmM, Kingsdown Rectory, Nr. Sevenoaks, 
Kent. . ; 

Warers: ApoLpHUs JoHN WILLIAM, 130 Castle Hill, Reading, Berk- 
shire. 


Witson: WittiaAM MircHe.t, *‘ Ehen Bank,’’ Chester Road, Poyn- 
ton, Cheshire. 

Woxes: Guy Knicut, **Thurnby,” 
Nr. Wolverhampton. 

WoopHousE: BEATRICE ETHEL Livesey, The Vicarage, Wrea Green, 
Preston. 

Wy1son: JoHn Duncan, 1 Fawcett Street, S.W.10. 

Years: GEORGE REGINALD, 9 Colet Gardens, Kensington, W.14. 

Youncson: Wittram Coutts, c'o Wm. Coutts, 85 Fonthill Road, 
Aberdeen. 


Danescourt Road, Tettenhall, 


Notices 


THE R.1.B.A. KALENDAR, 1932-33 
[he attention of members is drawn to the leaflet enclosed 
with the last issue of the JouRNAL., Changes of address, etc., for 


inclusion in the forthcoming issue of the Aalendar should be 


notified to the Secretary, R.I.B.A., before Saiurday, 3 Sep- 
tember, 


EXHIBITIONS IN THE R.I.B.A. GALLERIES 
1. Guildford Cathedral Competition. 
2. Exhibition of work organised by the London Society under 
the R.I.B.A. Employment Scheme. 
These Exhibitions, which were opened on 25 July, will be 
open daily between the hours of 10 a.m. and 7 p.m. and will 
close on Saturday, 13 August, at 1 p.m. 


ASSOCIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 


Associates who are eligible and desirous of transferring to the 


Fellowship are reminded that if they wish to take advantage of 
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the election to take place on 5 December 1932. they should 
send the necessary nomination forms to the Secretary R.I.B.A. 
not later than Saturday, 1 October 1932. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE R.I.B.A. 
Tue LicenTIATE CLAss 

The revised Bye-laws of the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
tects have received the approval of His Majesty’s Privy Council, 
and applications may now be sent in for membership of the 
R.I.B.A. in the Licentiate Class. Full information and the 
necessary forms will be sent on application being made to the 
Secretary R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 


OVERSEAS APPOINTMENTS 
Members contemplating applying for appointments overseas 
are recommended to communicate with the Secretary R.I.B.A., 
who will supply them with any available information respec ting 
conditions of employment, cost of living, climatic conditions, 
etc. 


Competitions 


SCARBOROUGH: NEW HOSPITAL BUILDINGS 

The Board of Management of the Scarborough Hospital and 
Dispensary invite architects to submit, in open competition, 
designs for new hospital buildings to be erected on a site on the 
Woodlands Estate, Scalby Road, Scarborough. 

Assessor: Mr. H. M. Fairweather [F.]. 

Premiums: £300, £200 and £100. 

Last day for receiving designs: 1 October 1932. 

Last day for questions: 16 May 1932. 

The last day for applying for conditions was 1 April 1932 


j=. 


STOCKHOLM: TOWN PLANNING COMPETITION 
The City of Stockholm, through its town planning board, 
invites proposals for a town planning scheme to cover the area 
designated Lower Norrmalm, which occupies a central position 
in the city. The object of the competition is to secure prelimin- 
ary proposals for a solution of the town planning problem, which 
would enable a gradual reconstruction of this district to be 
carried out, with due regard to the present requirements as to 
the capacity of the streets and the supply of light and air for the 
blocks of houses. 
Proposals submitted will be examined by a committee con- 
sisting of the following: 
Harry Sandberg, Civic Councillor, Stockholm (Chairman). 
Dr. Yngue Larsson, Civic Councillor, Stockholm (Vice- 
Chairman). 
Gustaf Ahlbin, Stockholm. 
E. G. Asplund, Stockholm. 
Carl Bergsten, Stockholm. 
Hermann Jansen, Berlin. 
Albert Lilienberg, Director of Town Planning. Stockholm. 
Professor Ragnar Ostberg (Hon. Corresponding Member 
R.I.B.A.), Stockholm. 
George L. Pepler, London. 
Premiums: 20,000 Kr. (approx. £1,000) 
15,000 Kr. (approx. £750) 
10,000 Kr. (approx. £500) 
and further amounts to bring the total prize money up to 
60,000 Kr. 
Last day for sending in proposals: 1 March 1933. 
Last day for questions: 1 August 1932. 
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// 
Documents dealing with the competition may be obtained on 

application to the Registrar, Town P icaaine ( Nit 

Stockholm. Deposit 40 Kr. (approx. £2 


», Stadshuset, 


COMPETITION RESULTS 
GUILDFORD CATHEDRAL 
The following five architects were selected to ta 
final stage of this competition: 
Mr. A. G. Crimp [Z.]. 
Mr. J. Harold Gibbons, M.¢ 
Mr. Edward Maufe, M.A. | 
Mr. W. J. Palmer-Jones | F. 
Messrs. hos. Worthington 


ches Jury, consisting of Mr. Walte F.S.A. 


[F. . Mr. W. Curtis Green, A.R.A. [F.], The irl of Midleton, 
a Archdeacon of Surrey (The Ver ione lackburne 
and Mr. Philip Johnston, F.S.A. [F.]. av lf 
the design submitted by Mr. Edward Mau 


INVERNESS: NEW SCHOOI 
1. Messrs. Reid and Forbes, I 
2. Messrs. J. Arthur [Z.] 
Glasgow. 


2 Messrs. John Scotland & Sons, Ai 


Members’ Column 


PRACTICE AND PARTNERSHIPS 


WANTED to purchase, Archite¢ nd Sur 
Partnership. Apply Box N 


Or would Cor sider 
R.1.B.A 
ASSOCIATE. 


to Partnership. Capit il available 


. desires appointment, 


using own account seven years. Sut 
Apply Box No. 1572, he Secret 

ASSOCIATE, ag vears, desires 
tice at home II 
representing London Archit 
the East. Fully competent a1 
necessary. Highest reference 
c o Secretary R.I.B.A. 

Fectow, and Member of tl 
Architect in the Railway Dey 
expects his post to be retrench 
the vear, ; nd desires to ne¢ 
busy office in London or outs 
Box No. 1672 


ADDRESS 


CHANG! 

Dr. Oscar Paper | Hon. A 
House, Marsham Street, Westmir 

Mr. R. CC. Wutte-Coorer 
Street, Manchester Square, WW 

Mr. W. H. Jackson [JZ 
Harrogate. 

Mr. Roxatp 8S. Morris, Dip.Arch.1 
tising at 29 Great James Street, Bedt 
be pleased to receive trade catalog 

Mr. Girwpert T. Garpner, | 
address to Barclays Bank Chamt 

lel. 2 

Mr. Exvuis Epwarp SomaAkt 
Hendon Way, Cricklewood, N 
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DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP 


Ow1nG to the retirement of Mr. John Moir Kennard from the 
partnership which has existed between John Moir Kennard and 
Laurence Kennard since July 1930, from ist July the Practice 
will be carried on by Mr. Laurence Kennard, F.R.I.B.A., !.S,], 
at the above address, to whom all communications with regard a 
completed works, works in progress, new works, and account etc., 


should be addressed. 





A.B.S. INSURANCE DEPARTMENT. 
HOUSE PURCHASE SCHEME 
(for property in Great Britain only). 

Further Privileges now Available. 

The Society is able, through the services of a leading 
Assurance Office, to assist an Architect (or his client) in secur. 
ing the capital for the purchase of a house for his own occupa- 
tion, on the following terms :— 


AMOUNT OF LOAN. 

Property value exceeding £666, but not exceeding £2,500 
75 per cent. of the value. 

_ Property value exceeding £2,500, but not exceeding £4,500, 
66% per cent. of the value. 

The value of the property is that certified by the Surveyor 
employed by the Office. 

N.B.—Legal costs and survey fees, and, in certain cases, the 
amount of the first quarter’s premium payment will be 
advanced in addition to the normal loan. 

RATE OF INTEREST. 
In respect of loans not exceeding £2,000 54 percent. gross, 
9 99 in-éxcessof ,, i ar = 
REPAYMENT. 

By means of an Endowment Assurance which discharges 
the loan at the end of 15 or 20 years, or at the earlier death of the 
borrower. 

SPECIAL CONCESSION TO ARCHITECTS. 

In the case of houses in course of erection, it has been ar- 
ranged that, provided the Plan and Specification have been 
approved by the Surveyor acting for the Office, and the 
amount of the loan agreed upon, and subject to the house being 
completed in accordance therewith, One Hac of the loan will 
be advanced on a certificate from the Office’s Surveyor that the 
walls of the house are erected and the roof on and covered in, 

Note.—Since 1928, over £50,000 has been loaned to 
architects under this scheme, and as a result over £600 has been 
handed to the Benevolent Society. 

If a quotation is required, kindly send details of your age next 
birthday, approximate value of house and its exact situation, to 
the Secretary, A.B.S. Insurance Department, g Conduit Street, 
London, W. 





It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers of articles and 
letters which appear in the R. I.B.A. JouRNAL must be taken as the 
individual opinions of their authors and not as representative 
expressions of the Institute. 





R.I.B.A. JOURNAL. 
DaTEs OF PUBLICATION.—1932: 10 September; 20 October. 








